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In the course of its outreach process, the Charter Review Commission received over 400 
comments on the charter. More than 120 citizens, organizations, elected officials, cities, 
and county departments submitted their opinions. Comments were received at nine public 
outreach hearings, through mail, email, and web forms, and at commission meetings. 
 
Issue Tracker – Each of the comments was summarized in an Excel spreadsheet, along 
with the name of the commenter, the date of the comment, the comment topic, and how it 
was submitted. The most recent version of the Issue Tracker can be found on the Charter 
Review Commission’s website.  
 
Issue Library – The source document for each comment is contained in this library. The 
source document might be an email, a hard copy letter, a web form submission, or a 
meeting transcript. The source documents each have a unique name, either the name of 
the commenter (last/first) or the organization name. The source documents in this library 
are organized alphabetically. 
 
A list of the source documents (commenters) follows. Documents can be found by 
searching by keyword, or by finding the file name alphabetically. The file names can be 
found in the headers of this document. 
 
 
Note: for comments received at public hearings, the court reporter’s transcript was used 
as the source document. The file for these comments consists of the transcript’s header 
page, followed by all of the comments made by a particular individual. These PDFs are 
sometimes 20 or more pages long, so to find a specific comment within the document, 
perform a keyword search. 



2007-2008 Charter Review Comments: Source Documents / Commenters 
 

1. 34th District Democrats 
2. Ad Hoc Group of King County Library 

System Patrons 
3. Adam, Jerome 
4. Allen, Vanessa 
5. Amory, Margaret 
6. Anderson, Janet 
7. Atchison, Garth 
8. Blaser, Marla 
9. Bonewits, Dick 
10. Borders, Tim 
11. Boyle, Todd 
12. Burrows, James 
13. Carpenter, Tom 
14. Catholic Archdiocese of Seattle 
15. Charnley, Donn 
16. City of Auburn, Office of the Mayor 
17. City of Bellevue 
18. City of Burien, City Council 
19. City of Seattle, Office of the Mayor  
20. Clements, Larry 
21. Coal Creek 
22. Cohen, Sandra 
23. Conlin, Richard 
24. Council on American-Islamic Relations 
25. Dameron, Craig 
26. Denman, Sara 
27. Derdowski, Brian 
28. Dujenski, Alan 
29. Durbin, Jean 
30. Early, Mark 
31. Eggen, Chris 
32. El Centro de la Raza 
33. Field, David 
34. Four Creeks Unincorporated Area Council 
35. Giba, Liz 
36. Greater Maple Valley Unincorporated 

Area Council 
37. Gunby, Virginia 
38. Hammond, Steve 
39. Hanson, Claire 
40. Harper, Robert 
41. Hearing, Ken 
42. Helgeland, Miriam 

43. Hemstad, Anthony  
44. Herrion, Janet 
45. Iverson, Warren 
46. Jeannot, F John 
47. Kaplan, H David 
48. Keller, Kathryn 
49. Kelley, Jack 
50. Kelley, Judy 
51. Kempf, Julianne 
52. Kendall, Steven 
53. King County Advisory Council on Aging 

and Disability Services 
54. King County Council 
55. King County Democrats 
56. King County Department of Development 

and Environmental Services 
57. King County Department of Natural 

Resources and Parks 
58. King County Department of 

Transportation 
59. King County Office of the Executive 
60. King County Sheriff's Blue Ribbon Panel 
61. King County Sheriff's Office 
62. King County Sheriff's Office Operational 

Master Plan Committee 
63. King, Richard 
64. Kluver, Teresa 
65. Knighton, Linde 
66. Kochmar, Linda 
67. Konigsmark, Ken 
68. Kyre, Antony 
69. Lamana, Peter 
70. Lambert, Kathy 
71. Larson, Matt 
72. League of Women Voters 
73. Lindsley, Scott 
74. Loeliger, Bob 
75. Loos, Margaret 
76. Lupkes, Cheryl 
77. Mackey, Melvin 
78. Markham, Cheryl 
79. Miller, Susan 
80. Mitcham, Marilyn 
81. Municipal League of King County 



82. Myers, Kathy 
83. Nelson, Edwin Nelson, Goodspaceguy 
84. Nelson, Margaret 
85. Nixon, Toby 
86. North Highline Unincorporated Area 

Council 
87. Nussbaum, Lindsey 
88. Olson, Cory 
89. Olson, David 
90. Parker, Martha 
91. Parker, Robert 
92. Perez, Elena 
93. Pettingill, Juli 
94. Phelps, Elaine 
95. Phillips, Larry 
96. Plummer, David 
97. Puget Sound Alliance for Retired 

Americans 
98. Putter, Sonny 
99. Ransom, Robert 
100. Ransom, Sherry 
101. Revelle, Randy 
102. Rigor, Sluggo 
 
 

103. Robinson, Gary 
104. Rodriguez, Jesus 
105. Rouleau, J 
106. Ruedi, Jackie 
107. Sailer, Janet 
108. Scherting, Melody 
109. Schulze, Doug 
110. Seattle City Council 
111. Sender, Gregory 
112. Snoqualmie Indian Tribe 
113. Sotelo, Lori 
114. Suburban Cities Association 
115. Tait, Richard 
116. Traub, Pat 
117. Ufkes, Mark 
118. Vashon-Maury Island  
            Unincorporated   Area Council 
119. von Reichbauer, Pete 
120. Williams, DeCharlene 
121. Winebarger, Christopher 
122. Workforce Development Council of  
            Seattle-King County 
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      ago.  And we went over a lot of these same issues. 

      So with that, those of you that are holding up 

      another meeting can come forward first.  If you 

      would give your name and the neighborhood in which 

      you live and make your comments. 

            MR. WEISS:  My name's Evan Weiss, chairman of 

      the 34th District Democrats.  I live on Vashon 

      Island.  And the Hall here at Fauntleroy is where we 

      meet every month.  So kind of my second home.  And 

      can you hear me? 

            We looked over at some of the issues that are 

      before the Charter Review Commission.  And speaking 

      for the Democratic Party, we had a few concerns 

      about some of these and some positions that are 

      still evolving.  But pretty much nonpartisan King 

      County council and executive.  For us, that's going 

      to be a complete nonstarter.  This is just -- you 

      know, this is just something to blur the party 

      lines. 

            The party system has worked pretty well.  By 

      the time the candidates go through our process, we 

      know who they are and what they have done and what 

      they stand for.  And we see no reason to allow a 

      candidate to-- candidates to blur their stance so we
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      get some Jesse Ventura coming in here so we don't 1 
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      know who they are and what they stand for until they 

      are in office, and there's nothing we can do about 

      it.  So we're going to be opposing any nonpartisan 

      elections.  There is the notion that partisanship is 

      somehow dirty.  It is not something we subscribe to. 

            Elected director of elections.  For us that's 

      a nonstarter.  This is nothing more than a cloth to 

      smear County Executive Sims and his county 

      administration.  And we're going to try to defeat 

      this at the polls this fall and with hope everybody 

      will see that.  This is not old time Chicago.  The 

      county government here is very transparent, very 

      open, and above board.  I was born and raised in 

      Philadelphia.  And let me tell you, folks, this town 

      is squeaky clean. 

            Elected auditor.  The same thing.  They think 

      it would take politics out of the office.  That's 

      just wrong.  When you have an election, you have 

      politics.  The county-- if they don't like it, they 

      can throw out the county executive and the county 

      council.  They run for re-election. 

            Campaign finance reform.  That's probably 

      something we're going to favor.  We want to get the 

      big money out of it as much as possible.  We want to
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      having to raise a lot of money.  And this area is 

      fond of process.  And we think the process will get 

      us some good candidates appointed. 

            And elected sheriff.  Our position is still 

      evolving on that.  Paid signature gathering.  I am 

      not big fan of it.  I think it should be a volunteer 

      activity.  Our position is still evolving. 

            I have run through these fast to save as much 

      of my time is left for the single biggest threat for 

      the way we do business in government here.  And that 

      is the instant run off voting.  This must be 

      defeated at all costs.  We can't allow this in King 

      County.  I'm familiar with how it's coming done in 

      Pierce County.  And it's an administrative 

      nightmare.  In Pierce County, instant run off voting 

      was pushed as a good government measure by a rich 

      Libertarian who self-financed the campaign.  And 

      this is meant strictly to cut into the partisan 

      primary, which we are required by law to have. 

            I have spoken at some length with the Pierce 

      County auditor who was very scrupulous not to give 

      her personal opinion about these.  She just outlined 

      to a group of us what they had done before, what 

      they had to do now, what procedures they had to go
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      through, and how much they cost.  And she left us to 1 
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      draw our own conclusions about how the voters were 

      going to react to this. 

            I can speak for myself and I hope eventually 

      for our district organization that we'll do 

      everything possible to drive a stake through the 

      heart of instant run off voting in King County. 

      Thank you very much. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you very much.  Who was the 

      other person who's here from the 34th but needs to 

      leave? 

            MR. WEISS:  Well, several of us.  One, two, 

      three, four, five of us. 

            MR. MUNRO:  On this issue of whether a sheriff 

      ought to be elected and appointed, aren't you 

      concerned that when you make the sheriff's position 

      an elected position, that means that those 

      candidates have to raise money and might become 

      beholden to the people who helped finance their 

      campaigns?  What I have in mind is the history of 

      the tolerance policy and the way in which the 

      enforcement of certain kinds of laws, primarily 

      gambling laws, was deliberately overlooked because 

      of contributions of substantial nature that were 

      funneled into the sheriff's office as well as the
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King County Charter Review Commission 

Meeting Minutes – June 26, 2007 
Seattle Municipal Tower, 5:30pm-7:30pm 

 
 

The June 26, 2007 meeting of the King County Charter Review Commission was called 
to order by co-chair Governor Mike Lowry at 5:40 p.m. 
 
Commission members in attendance: 
Mike Lowry, Co-chair 
Lois North, Co-chair 
Juan Bocanegra 
Jim English 
Dan Gandara 
Bryan Glynn 
Darcy Goodman 
John Groen 
Kirstin Haugen 
Tara Jo Heinecke 
Gregg Hirakawa 
John Jensen 
Terry Lavender 
Gary Long 
Sharon Maeda 
Allan Munro 
Sarah Rindlaub 
Mike Wilkins 
James Williams 
 
Absent: 
Trisha Bennett 
Doreen Cato 
 
Staff: 
Mark Yango, Charter Review Coordinator 
Corrie Watterson Bryant, Project Manager, Charter Review Commission 
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Charlotte Ohashi, Administrative Assistant, Charter Review Commission 
Hong-Nhi Do, Executive Intern 
 
Council and PAO Staff: 
Ross Baker, Chief of Staff, King County Council 
Rebecha Cusack, Legislative Lead Analyst, King County Council 
MerriAnn Osborne, Legislative Secretary, King County Council 
Jane McKenzie, Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office 
Grace Reamer, Legislative Aide, District 3, King County Council 
Nick Wagner, Principal Legislative Analyst, King County Council 
 
Others: 
Michelle Hillyer 
Margaret Nelson 
Lindsey Nussbaum 
Lorelei Robinson 
Yoshiko Saheki 
Denise Smith 
Barbara Spindel 
Sonny Putter, Suburban Cities Association 
 
 

1. Opening Remarks and Introductions 
 
Mr. Lowry asked for approval of the May 29, 2007 meeting minutes. Ms. Rindlaub asked 
to be removed from the list of those present at the previous meeting, and Ms. Haugen 
asked to be added. The minutes were adopted unanimously as amended.  
 

2. Guest Speakers 
 
Councilmember Kathy Lambert: 
 
Councilmember Lambert thanked the commission for the invitation to speak, and for 
holding so many public outreach meetings. She noted that there was a large turnout at the 
meeting in her district, at the Preston Community Center, and that the discussion was 
productive. She commended Mr. Jensen for his excellent moderation of the meeting.  
 
Ms. Lambert then presented a number of issues for the Commission’s consideration. Her 
list of issues is attached to these minutes. Important themes in her presentation included:  
 
• The balance of powers among the Executive and Legislative branches of government. 
• Refocusing the county on its ‘primary responsibility’, of local services to the 

unincorporated areas. Ms. Lambert encouraged the county to fund unincorporated 
area services first, then regional functions. She gave the county a D- or F on local 
government services, and a B+ or A- on regional services.  

• Unincorporated areas should be treated as an underrepresented minority group. The 
county should provide services equivalent to the median level of the surrounding 
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cities. The growth management board can work with unincorporated areas to organize 
new unincorporated area councils or to join a nearby government.  

• A separate rural services department is not needed. More money, power, and staff 
would allow councilmembers that have significant incorporated areas in their districts 
to get the job done.  

 
Ad Hoc Group of King County Library System Patrons – Barbara Spindel and Gary 
Robinson: 
 
The Ad Hoc Group presented to the commission regarding problems with the King 
County Library System. Their issues were that: 
 
• There is no oversight of the King County Library System (KCLS) board of trustees. 

The council appoints the board members with the Executive’s concurrence, but 
neither the council nor the Executive oversees the board.  

• The library system is a taxing district, but there is not direct accountability for the 
board of trustees. The trustees primarily hold closed meetings. 

• The director of the library system has not listened to the voice of the people, or to the 
library employees, on many important issues, such as staffing systems or the decision 
to build a new library. The board of trustees supervises the director. 

• The Seattle Public Library system owes KCLS 6.4 million dollars, which is not being 
paid back at an adequate rate.  

 
The Ad Hoc Group proposes a charter change to give the council formal oversight 
authority over the board of trustees. 
 
Mr. Lowry opened the floor for questions of the Ad Hoc Group. Mr. Glynn asked what 
the council’s oversight would consist of. Mr. Robinson answered that it would take the 
form of a quarterly review. Mr. English asked how this situation was allowed to occur. 
Mr. Robinson again pointed to a lack of oversight.  
 
Mrs. North noted that KCLS is formed under state law. She explained that legal advice 
would be needed to find out if the charter can address this issue.  
 
Hearing no further questions, Mr. Lowry opened the floor for questions of Ms. Lambert. 
 
Questions for Councilmember Lambert – Rural / Unincorporated Representation: 
 
Mr. Jensen asked why more unincorporated area councils had not been established; i.e., 
why the existing mechanisms for unincorporated representation were not being well 
utilized. 
 
Councilmember Lambert answered that 1) people don’t have a lot of extra time for 
meetings, 2) UACs are not action groups, 3) the UACs have particular areas of interest,  
and 4) elected officials are much better than a volunteer committee at meeting everyone’s 
needs and accepting day-to-day input. 
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Ms. Lavender asked if Ms. Lambert believed that all unincorporated areas should be 
annexed. And if so, if there would be any rural areas left? Ms. Lambert answered that to 
preserve the annexed land as rural, the annexations would need to be zoned as ‘rural’ 
under the GMA. This designation does not exist right now.  
 
Mr. Glynn wondered if Ms. Lambert had considered the township model. She said that 
the Prosecuting Attorney’s Office had looked into townships a few years ago. She would 
like to see a governmental model so that people in unincorporated areas could have a 
government without losing their autonomy and the rural nature of their land. 
 
Mr. Glynn noted that the GMA conflates governance with urbanity. Ms. Lambert agreed 
that the government of a rural area needs to be more familiar with rural issues. 
 
Ms. Lavender said that rural representation is one of the toughest problems of county 
government. There is an impression that rural people do not want government, and 
choose rural life to stay away from it. Ms. Lambert responded that rural people are 
frustrated that the county does not seem to believe they are competent stewards of the 
land. 
 
Ms. Lavender added that a major dilemma is that the county does not have the same kind 
of funding that a city does, and cannot provide an equal level of services to 
unincorporated residents. Ms. Lambert said that rural residents can accept fewer services, 
though there is still a minimum level of service that everyone should receive.  
 

3. Public Hearings 
 
Mr. Yango reviewed the public hearings that were held in June. He reported that there 
was highly varied turnout based on location. At next month’s meeting, the staff will 
prepare the full list of issues that have been raised by the public. Legal counsel Mike 
Sinsky will review the list by then, as well.  
 
Each of the hearing chairs then gave a summary of their meeting.  
 
Next Meeting:  Tuesday, June26, 2007 
 
Co-chair Lois North adjourned the meeting at 7:43 pm 
 
Respectfully submitted by Corrie Watterson  
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TO:  The King County Charter Review Commission 
 
Subject:  Recommendation for Nomination and appointment - 

procedures, considerations for the King County 
Library System Board of Trustees. 

 
Date:  December 28, 2007 
 
Given that the procedure for the appointment of replacement 
members of the King County Library System (KCLS) Board of 
trustees is guided by its RCW governance statues, the Ad Hoc 
Group of KCLS patrons recommends the following for addition 
to the recommendations made by the King County Charter 
Review commission for improved governance of the KCLS. 
 
Given that King County is best served by open and transparent 
procedures it is recommended that when vacancies occur for the 
King County Library System that the King County Executive shall 
notify Council and King County patrons of this vacancy and solicit 
nominations.  Moreover, given that the board only has 5 members 
and that King County has 9 districts, there should be an effort made 
to secure geographical representation but this should not include any 
district wholly within the City of Seattle.  Criteria for the KCLS Board 
member should be consistent with the following excerpt from The 
Public Library Trustee Reference Manual published by the 
Washington State Library in 2001: 
 

“Laws regulating public libraries and library boards are 
delineated in the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 
 
Legal powers of governing library boards 
 
Library boards have two kinds of duties: 1) legal powers invested by 
Washington law and 2) planning and policy-making required for 
setting the overall direction of library services. 
 
In Washington law governing library boards are charged with the 
following specific legal powers:  
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• Employ the library director, prescribe duties, compensation, and 
remove for just cause. 

• Submit an annual budget to the appropriate legislative body or 
certify the tax rate.  

• Supervise the care of all library property. 
• Lease or purchase land for a library building.  
• Lease, purchase, or construct a library building; acquire other 

property as needed for a building. 
• Accept gifts of money or property for the library 
• Create and adopt bylaws, rules and regulations for board 

guidance and government of the library. 
• Have control of the finances of the library. (See Chapter 3 in the 

Reference Manual that discusses advisory boards in cities and 
downs.) 

• Purchase books, periodicals, maps and supplies. (See Chapter 
19, Collection Development, in the Reference Manual for 
discussion.) 

• Other acts necessary for orderly and efficient management of 
the library. 

 
Other state laws describe the powers and duties of local and regional 
governing bodies and form the broader context within which trustees 
perform their jobs.” 
 
Additionally consideration of MEMBERSHIP ON BOARDS, 
COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES 2.28.001 - 2.28.003 might be 
modified (recommended modifications bolded and italized) as follows 
with respect to KCLS. 
  
2.28.001 Applicability. All members of county boards and 
commissions shall be appointed, hold office, be confirmed or rejected 
according to the provisions of this chapter; provided, however, that 
this chapter shall not affect boards and commissions to the extent 
that they are expressly dealt with under state law, county charter or 
ordinance in a manner different than that set forth herein. (Ord. 11319 
§ 1, 1994). 
  
2.28.0015 Nomination and appointment - procedures, 
considerations. 

Ad Hoc Group of King County Library System Patrons 2



A. Each councilmember may provide the executive with a nomination 
to represent the councilmember's council district, except for any 
council member whose district lies wholly within the City of 
Seattle. If the executive does not appoint the person nominated by 
the councilmember, the executive shall request that the 
councilmember nominate another person. 
B. At-large positions designated for the council shall be appointed by 
the executive after receiving nominations from the council and King 
County citizens. When notified of a vacancy in one of these four at-
large positions, the council chair shall inform the council at an open 
public meeting of the vacancy and seek nominations from 
councilmembers. At a subsequent council meeting, the chair shall 
inform the council of the names of all nominees received from 
councilmembers and that all nominations have been forwarded to the 
executive. If the executive does not appoint a person who has been 
nominated by the council, the executive must request that the council 
nominate other candidates for appointment. C. When appointing and 
confirming members to boards, commissions and committees it shall 
be the goal to have geographical diversity and balance. The women’s 
advisory board created under K.C.C. 2.30.010, the conservation 
futures citizen oversight committee established under K.C.C. 
2.36.070, the Harborview medical center board of trustees 
established under K.C.C. 2.42.030 and the civil rights commission 
created under K.C.C. 3.10.010, should not have more than two 
members from a single council district. This subsection does not 
apply to a board, commission or committee until the board, 
commission or committee attains the council district and at-large 
membership as specified in Ordinance 15548, Section 7. (Ord. 15548 
§ 1, 2006). 
  
2.28.002 Appointment and confirmation. The executive shall 
appoint members of boards and commissions by executing a letter of 
appointment when a vacancy exists. The letter shall be filed with the 
clerk of the council and the board of ethics. The executive shall 
transmit with the letter of appointment a draft motion confirming the 
appointment together with such supporting and background 
information regarding the appointee as the executive deems would 
assist the council in considering confirmation. The letter shall specify 
the position to which the member is being appointed and the length of 
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the term being filled. Confirmation or rejection shall be by council 
motion. (Ord. 11319 § 2, 1994). 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2007 11:23 AM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 11:22:30 AM, on Thursday, June 14, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Jerome

last: Adam

streetAddress: 23810 SE 170 Street

city: Maple Valley

state: WA

zip: 98038

email: jerad312@msn.com

phone: 425.392.8701

suggestions: 1. County Executive may serve for no more than 2 terms.
2. Election department head shall be an elected postion rather than an appointed one. 

why: 1.The county executive position has become an occupation rather than an elected 
office. One individual serving too long tends to lose sight of his/her real 
responsibilities to all the people and not just special interests.
2. The previous elections have shown that perceived partisanship is divisive.

checkbox: checkbox

_________________________________________
User IP Address:71.35.151.210
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows NT 5.1; SV1; 
FunWebProducts; IEMB3; MSN 9.0;MSN 9.1; MSNbQ002; MSNmen-us; MSNcOTH)

Adam, Jerome
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: Vanessa Allen [vanessa@ammusic.net]
Sent: Wednesday, May 30, 2007 9:37 AM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: My recommendations

I was contacted a few months ago to make recommendations for the Charter Review and then 
was never contacted again.  I hope you are still taking recommendations for Charter 
changes.

Here are my recommendations for rural unincorporated areas:

King County needs to establish more responsive and equitable representation of 
Unincorporated area residents.  Rural issues should require a 60% approval rating by 
representatives of rural areas to approve rural issues.

The executive branch should be required to consult with council members on issues that 
directly affect their districts.  i.e.  The Parks department should have been required to 
notify our KC representative that they were going forward with the transfer of our county 
park to the Snoqualmie Tribe.  I find it irresponsible that our representatives are not 
included in all issues that affect their districts as these issues come up.

I appreciate the opportunity to pass on my recommendations.

Vanessa Allen
Fall City

Allen, Vanessa
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Saturday, June 16, 2007 1:19 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 1:19:11 PM, on Saturday, June 16, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Margaret

last: Amory

streetAddress: 7405 - 86th Avenue SE

city: Mercer Island

state: WA

zip: 98040

email: maggiemalo@comcast.net

phone: 206 275-1441

suggestions: I would favor any change in the charter which would provide any oversight for
the KCLS.  I have been extremely saddened in the last couple of years to see the services 
provided at my local library deteriorate.  I have been an avid library user, but am 
feeling the necessity of attempting to use the SPL in order to gain the services I need.  
To put it mildly, that is inconvenient for me and sad particularly in light of the large 
amount of taxes I pay to support my local library.

why: I think our library system should be getting better, not worse. 

_________________________________________
User IP Address:24.16.72.210
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 7.0; Windows NT 5.1; .NET CLR 1.1.4322)

Amory, Margaret
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            MR. CONSTANTINE:  I know about the problem 

      and, you know, I could go either way with it.  It 

      wouldn't exactly break my heart to see an appointed 

      sheriff.  I'm fine with that.  I'm not that 

      passionate about that one way or the other. 

            MS. MAEDA:  If there's no one else from the 

      34th folks that have to leave, thank you very much 

      for coming.  And thank you to the rest of you for 

      your indulgence as we let them go first.  All right. 

      The next person on the list is Heidi Johnson. 

            All right.  Good Space Guy Nelson?  Janet 

      Anderson. 

            MS. ANDERSON:  I represent the organization, 

      Citizens for Proportionate Representation.  We would 

      like to see King County use a more fair election 

      system. 

            As you know, we elect our council members in 

      single member winner take all districts.  When 

      placed on a chart, this is what-- this is what our 

      council looks like.  And even from a distance, you 

      can see that what happens is in each district, which 

      is carefully drawn to become a single party 

      district, we have one candidate that wins by a mile 

      and little or no opposition.
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      commission.  It is the fault of the election system 

      we use, which has a single member district.  That 

      system overrepresents the winner in the election and 

      completely ignores the minority points of view in 

      that district otherwise. 

            There are many other election systems which 

      would more accurately represent the county 

      electorate.  Ten years ago, your commission 

      counterparts recommended to the council that they 

      appoint a committee to investigate alternative 

      election methods.  The council ignored the 

      recommendation, as they frequently do many of the 

      county's recommendations.  For this reason, we 

      support a charter change which would give more 

      weight to your committee recommendations as the 

      Pierce County charter does. 

            In the year 2004, the British Columbia 

      legislature formed a citizens assembly to study 

      improved election methods.  The outcome of their 

      work was a proposal to change to a proportional 

      voting system.  And last year, British Columbia 

      voters voted for the change by 58 percent. 

            Unfortunately, a super majority of 60 percent 

      was required to go into effect.  So the change was
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      resubmitted to the voters, I think, in the year 

      2009.  Just yesterday, a similar citizens assembly 

      in Ottawa make a similar recommendation.  And the 

      public will vote on that recommendation next fall. 

      In 1990, New Zealand followed the same process, and 

      the result was a modern more representative election 

      system.  Every time a citizen party has been given 

      the opportunity to study alternative election 

      methods over an extended period of time, they have 

      selected a system which is superior to the old 

      fashioned winner take all system that we currently 

      use. 

            We would love to be given the opportunity to 

      further elaborate on these exciting options, and 

      hope you will lend your support to improving our 

      method of representing all voters better.  Thank 

      you. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you very much, Ms. Anderson. 

      Our next person that signed in was Ron Johnson.  I 

      am not sure if you wanted to speak or not. 

            MR. JOHNSON:  No. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Next is Mark Ufkes.  Will you 

      please come to the microphone. 

            MR. UFKES:  By name is Mark Ufkes.  I'm a
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      County's leadership in the nation.  It's good that 

      the people can get education.  And so the helpers 

      can help in the libraries, to open libraries more. 

      And the helpers can help the police, sort of like 

      security guards, private, not private security 

      guards, but military privates, working under the 

      supervision of a police officer.  They can magnify 

      the skills of this high paid police officer. 

      Currently we can't have a lot of police officers, 

      because they are so highly paid.  We can't afford 

      them.  If we give them helpers, suddenly we magnify 

      the abilities of the police officers.  In all the 

      functions that the government does, we can use the 

      available helpers that we get.  And we can erase 

      unemployment for those who want to work in King 

      County. 

            And now my third issue is preference voting or 

      choice voting or instant run off voting.  In my 

      mind, those are sort of all the same.  Different 

      titles for the same thing.  Mrs. Anderson, is that 

      correct, these three titles, do they signify the 

      same thing? 

            MS. ANDERSON:  Instant run off voting applies 

      when there's one winner.  The other two systems can

Anderson, Janet 



      apply when there's one winner or when there are 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

      multiple winners. 

            MR. NELSON:  So there's a slight difference. 

      But I don't like the idea of having the voters go 

      into the polls and not voting for their first 

      choice.  I want the power to be with the voters. 

      And the voters should be able to vote for whoever 

      they want, even if they know that person is probably 

      going to lose.  If they vote for their first choice, 

      who is likely to lose, then we go to their second 

      choice and do away with the wasting vote syndrome. 

      And the voters are allowed to express what they 

      want. 

            I do like instant voting.  Preference voting, 

      choice voting.  And I'll let the experts define the 

      difference.  Thank you. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you very much.  There is no 

      one else listed on here.  But, Liz, you wanted to 

      speak. 

            MS. GIBA:  I'm Liz Giba.  And I'm vice 

      president of the North Highline Unincorporated Area 

      Council.  And there have been a number of comments 

      made about the council this evening that I would 

      like to address.  First of all, there are many 

      people who have been on the council who subsequently
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      district system and the winner take all.  Are you 

      suggesting that all council members run at large 

      like the city council candidates do? 

            MS. ANDERSON:  That's a common misconception 

      that Seattle's election method is not a winner take 

      all system, which of course it is.  And the city is 

      a single member district.  But then the candidates 

      run by position which separates them.  So it's 

      exactly the same.  They don't run at large against 

      all the other candidates.  There are many different 

      election methods that can accomplish a proportional 

      result. 

            The one that our organization prefers for King 

      County would be running King County at large where 

      all the voters would have-- would be voting for-- 

      would have one vote that counts, but they can list 

      several choices.  And their votes would transfer if 

      their first vote doesn't make it.  So that any 

      minority group that can gather together one ninth of 

      the vote countywide can elect someone to the 

      council. 

            It's much easier to demonstrate how these 

      systems work with sample ballots and charts and 

      everything.  I'd be more than happy to meet with you
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            MR. CONSTANTINE:  So then under that system, 

      and that's pretty pure proportional system, you're 

      essentially voting for a party who's the individual 

      that the aggregated minority group would end up 

      electing into office. 

            MS. ANDERSON:  You can't predict who that will 

      be.  People define themselves personally and vote 

      accordingly.  So when I speak of minority 

      representation, I'm not necessarily speaking of 

      racial minority or political minority. 

            MR. CONSTANTINE:  It could be personality as 

      well. 

            MS. ANDERSON:  Sure, but -- yeah, but 

      proportional elections can take place in a party 

      system or a nonpartisan system.  If you're doing 

      choice voting, that doesn't make any difference. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Other questions from commission 

      members? 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Just a real quick 

      clarification on what representative Constantine 

      said.  Is there currently a motion to go back to the 

      thirteen members or -- 

            MR. CONSTANTINE:  No.  But, you know, that's a 

      theoretical outcome of the charter review process,
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      considering.  This commission, these folks and all 

      the other people who are listed there, will 

      formulate recommendations and deliver those to the 

      county council.  And then we'll decide whether or 

      not to put them on the ballot in 2008. 

            MS. ANDERSON:  I would like to put in my two 

      cents right now to hopefully bring back a larger 

      number.  The tears I was in earlier was just from 

      direct overload in my own life.  And I'm not 

      handling two hundred thousand people.  And I have 

      noticed the difference between when it was thirteen 

      and now nine, the ability to get hold of the 

      representatives, the magnitude of what one person 

      can deal with all the people in need.  So I would 

      highly recommend going back to the thirteen. 

            MR. MUNRO:  You're Claire. 

            MS. ANDERSON:  I'm Claire. 

            MR. MUNRO:  It's been rather forcefully 

      presented to us for the incorporated areas of King 

      County, King County provides limited services, the 

      Courts, the prosecutor, public defender, and at 

      least in some cases, police. 

            But then in the unincorporated areas, the 

      county is providing the same kinds of service to
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      areas.  And you have kind of attacked the idea at 

      least with the North Highline Area Council.  Do you 

      have a proposal for improving the way that those 

      unincorporated areas can organize themselves and 

      express their needs to the council and the 

      executive? 

            MS. ANDERSON:  I happen to be the last 

      secretary of the Boulevard Park Community Council. 

      And the Boulevard Park Community Council was 

      instrumental with other councils in establishing the 

      UAC.  And the thing that offended me was how a 

      handful of people could-- and I asked a lot of them. 

      And their answer was, I don't have to go out and 

      talk with the people.  I was elected for my point of 

      view.  So all I have to do is follow my point of 

      view, and I don't have to be responsive to the 

      community.  If they want to talk to me, they need to 

      come to me.  However, nobody knew who they were.  So 

      this was both on the Boulevard Park Community 

      Council and on the UAC, the Unincorporated Area 

      Council. 

            In my time with both councils -- because I'm a 

      graphic artist, I know how to promote and do PR 

      work.  My whole goal since 1997 was to bring these
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      participation.  And I spent ten years and nearly 

      killed myself and totally disrupted my family life 

      trying to reach out to the people, the community, 

      much like you guys do, to solicit response, to teach 

      people how to become involved in the community. 

            In that process, there was a behind the scenes 

      war between these two councils which ended in the 

      cessation of the Boulevard Park Community Council. 

      We were driven out of dealing with our community 

      because of the dominant issue with the UAC saying 

      that they were chartered by King County to be our 

      government. 

            Now, King County when we talked with them, we 

      were told that we were basically on equal footing. 

      They listened to all of us, which was cool.  But in 

      reality, our council for our little Boulevard Park, 

      which still is, was basically ignored.  There's all 

      sorts of stuff going on in White Center, but hardly 

      anything in Boulevard Park.  We were undercut to the 

      point that we fell apart. 

            I still have all the records, all the 

      documentation to prove out anything that needs to be 

      proved out.  What I'm saying is, there are a lot of 

      people in Boulevard Park that were very active.  We
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      to annex to Seattle, but the bridge was an issue. 

      In 2003, we voted to incorporate Boulevard Park.  I 

      filed for incorporation last year, but I screwed up 

      in the way I did it, so I had to withdraw it. 

            The issue is Boulevard Park itself is not 

      being listened to.  The dominant attention in this 

      particular unincorporated area is going to White 

      Center.  So the volunteers in our area who are not 

      paid -- and we have had theft.  We have had damaged 

      property.  We are being systematically eliminated 

      from speaking up for the Boulevard Park area. 

            So as to an-- I'm sorry I have rambled.  I 

      have forgotten your initial question.  But the thing 

      is there are people out there that would get 

      involved, that are involved.  We're just involved 

      behind the scenes, but we need to believe we're 

      being listened to. 

            Years ago, representative Constantine came to 

      our meetings.  We did the drive through Boulevard 

      Park.  You know, we will be holding more.  And the 

      whole thing is, I walked into the grocery store, and 

      they are asking me when we're going to have another 

      community meeting.  I'm not paid.  I'm worn out. 

      I'm getting old.  The thing is, we have people that
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            But how do we tie in and really feel that 

      we're listened to?  Because I could right now go 

      start a Boulevard Park Community Council again, and 

      I could do it.  I am the president of the Boulevard 

      Park community study group.  I do have a web site. 

      I have got all the history of Boulevard Park in the 

      past two years regarding their government.  But I am 

      worn out. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you, Claire. 

            MS. GIBA:  I have an idea.  We could use more 

      money to do more outreach to Boulevard Park. 

            MS. MAEDA:  John. 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  I had a question.  Three 

      people spoke about the sheriff's position.  And that 

      leads to an issue.  Out of those three people, one 

      was for it and one was against it and one didn't 

      really care.  And so that was done by initiative, if 

      I'm correct, in '96.  It's kind of a question in 

      general to the audience, and I think-- it was done 

      by initiative by the people.  Is that something that 

      as citizens you would think that the appointed 

      commission should put forward in front of the voters 

      again?  Just an interesting concept. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Comments on that particular
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Saturday, February 17, 2007 9:59 AM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 9:58:38 AM, on Saturday, February 17, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Garth

last: Atchison

email: gatchison@hotmail.com

textarea: Please consider Instant Runoff Voting. King County can help start election 
reform in this state. Party preference is obsolete with IRV.  If the state eventually 
adopts IRV primaries would not be necessary--saving tax dollars.  Thanks for your 
consideration.
--Garth Atchison

_________________________________________
User IP Address:63.226.198.104
User Software Client:Mozilla/5.0 (Windows; U; Windows NT 5.1; en-US; rv:1.8.1.1) 
Gecko/20061204 Firefox/2.0.0.1

Atchison, Garth 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2007 8:38 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 8:38:00 PM, on Wednesday, July 18, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Marla

last: Blaser

streetAddress: 6505 NE 182nd St.--Unit 305

city: Kenmore

state: WA

zip: 98028

email: mjblaser@peoplepc.com

phone: 425--402-4276

suggestions: I believe that it is mandatory that KCLS, which is a multi million dollar 
public business based on property tax dollars, be immediately made directly responsible to
an elected entity.
I was part of a groups of KCLS patrons who tried to get the attention of our elected 
government officials at all levels.  We were (and still are) concerned about the 
mismanagement of KCLS and their lack of response to library patrons.  Not only did the 
elected officials we contacted tell us it wasn't their responsibility but they did not 
know who was responsible for oversight of KCLS.
This lack of oversight must not go on any longer.

why: (See the information in the suggested changes box)

checkbox: checkbox

_________________________________________
User IP Address:207.69.139.157
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows NT 5.1; SV1; .NET CLR 
1.1.4322; PeoplePal 3.0)

Blaser, Marla
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1           But while this is a unique situation of the

2     doughnut hole, we believe it's the only rural island

3     in the entirety of Washington state.  There are many

4     islands that are out there, urban islands, that

5     haven't been incorporated.  Also areas next to

6     cities that the land use could be changed from rural

7     to urban.  And clearly for good planning, it seems

8     like there should be agreement between entities of

9     when those lines should be changed and what sort of

10     densities should go within there.

11           But thank you for your time.  We appreciate

12     you coming out here tonight.

13           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you.

14           Mark, I'm going to put you on the spot before

15     I have Mr. Bonewitz speak.  Can we run ten minutes

16     late?

17           Mr. Bonewitz, I'm going to give you seven

18     minutes.

19           MR. BONEWITZ:  Good evening, I want to thank

20     the four of the 21 of you who found the time to come

21     tonight.  That's very much appreciated.

22           Do I need a microphone?  All right.  I want to

23     ask you how many of you drove down 169 through Maple

24     Valley tonight?  I am really just looking for the

25     county and the commission and the county employees.
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1     You understand most of our problems.  You got an

2     object lesson.

3           It's what it's called.  And my name is Richard

4     Bonewitz.  I have been chairman of the greater Maple

5     Valley area council for the past six years.  Our

6     unincorporated area council represents a large rural

7     area and has been proactive on behalf of the

8     citizens of this area and neighbors for 30 years, 18

9     years before there was a charter UAC.

10           Warren is one of the early members.  We are

11     one of six UACs in the county.  And our UAC's

12     primary purpose is to facilitate communication

13     between the county officials and elected people.

14           You have heard a lot about land use issues and

15     some about zoning tonight.  Parcels in our area are

16     predominantly five acres or larger in general.  I

17     believe that this is the largest rural UAC in King

18     County.

19           A key objective has been given to you by

20     several members before me.  And it was said very

21     well by Ms. Myers over here.  Key objective is to

22     preserve the rural areas of King County with all its

23     character, including the trees, the streams, the

24     wild animals, the views of the mountain, the small

25     farms with large animals such as cows, sheep, and
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1     horses as well as small community churches and

2     schools.

3           And in the county's own old comp plan, one of

4     the major reasons that we are zoned the way we are

5     is because the county when it was doing the initial

6     plans putting together the comp plan wanted to keep

7     a separator between the urban areas and the forest

8     production districts and the ag area.  These were

9     all in accordance with the state's Growth Management

10     Act.

11           It's being morphed yet today, skewed more

12     toward development than ever before.  But more than

13     anything, our citizens want to continue to live the

14     life style they are choosing, that is neither

15     micromanaged by King County nor infringed on by

16     sprawling development and incursion of urban

17     infrastructure.  That means Maple Valley, Covington,

18     Black Diamond, anyone else that chooses to violate

19     the basis of the plan.

20           Our biannual advisory surveys, and we do these

21     every two years, confirm that the rural citizens do

22     not want to be annexed by any city.  We note that

23     King County is the only major county in the United

24     States that still includes a significant rural area

25     with the attributes I just described a moment ago.
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1     And please note that we rural area folks are

2     cleaning your air and water every day and providing

3     you with accessible, magnificent views and

4     recreational opportunities at no cost.

5           We need to protect this rural area now,

6     otherwise when it's gone, it's gone.  I don't see--

7     foresee another WPA program coming in and ripping up

8     pavement and buildings.  The time left to avoid Los

9     Angeles county style development in this county is

10     short.  We have seen more than half of it disappear

11     in the last 25 years.  And so judging from that, the

12     20 thousand buildable pieces of property in the

13     rural area, as they are defined today by the

14     building regulation, we have a decade or two at most

15     to do something.

16           Three major areas of concern to the

17     citizenship of unincorporated Maple Valley area are,

18     one, high level growth in our surrounding cities,

19     associated traffic increases, and migration of

20     impacts in property taxes from citizens in the urban

21     areas.  The second major element of that is a

22     fragmented and inadequate King County rural area

23     policy development process.  It does not

24     periodically revalidate its long term vision with

25     the people.  It's a tweaking operation.  It's
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1     tweaked in minutia every year.  And every four

2     years, it's a little larger.  But it's still a

3     tweaking process.  It has not gone back at any time

4     since it's developed and revalidated the picture in

5     the plan.

6           And, third, as you have heard, it's an

7     inadequate representation of rural needs with

8     respect to cities and states on top of planned

9     development.  We know that King County is expecting

10     one million more people in the next twenty years,

11     and every city and suburban city in King County is

12     going to be driven to accept significant growth.

13     And all the folks that live in the urban areas as

14     well as the rural areas are going to be affected.

15     That's almost half again in twenty years what we are

16     today.

17           These traffic problems that you saw tonight

18     are not going away.  And you don't have the money at

19     the county or the state level to fix them all.  It's

20     that simple.  Big problems beget big opportunities.

21     And that's what you all volunteered to help do with

22     in the charter commission, your membership in the

23     charter commission.

24           Together we have a unique situation and a

25     unique opportunity to preserve this way of life,
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1     including helping preserve some of yours.  I want to

2     focus on policy development process, passive and

3     inadequate representation, rural needs with respect

4     to the cities and the state.

5           We replaced something in the county that

6     worked with something that doesn't work.

7     Approximately 35 years ago, the county had the

8     policy plan in process right when it facilitated

9     community efforts to build sub area plans in Bear

10     Creek, Soos Creek, which covers the general area

11     we're in and which Mr. Carpenter has referred to

12     here earlier in his presentation to you in May.

13           You might know that we are together on this

14     subject.  You may have guessed that.  The sub area

15     plans used a bottom up planning process, and this is

16     the important part, that required several

17     iterations.  Citizens' needs were heard and

18     incorporated to the community plans by a small

19     professional staff within King County reporting to

20     the executive.

21           The community plans were later combined to

22     create the frame work of the comp plan and complied

23     to provide a basis for the county compliance with

24     the state Growth Management Act.  We believe that

25     most residents of the county have generally agreed
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1     with that plan to date.  But the rural area -- as I

2     told you before, I do not believe the budget manager

3     when he tells you that the urban areas are

4     subsidizing the unincorporated.  House prices are as

5     high here as they are anywhere else.  And if you

6     have got five acres or more of land to go with them,

7     the levy rights are the highest they are in the

8     county in almost every case.

9           MR. JENSEN:  I would like to end you now.  I

10     am going to have ask you to stop.  Please submit

11     your comments in writing.

12           MR. BONEWITZ:  I will hand out four of them to

13     you right now.

14           I am asking you to go back and revisit the

15     presentation that you were given in May by

16     Mr. Carpenter.  It contains the essence of what we

17     believe needs to be done by you.

18           MR. MUNRO:  That has been e-mailed to every

19     council member, sir.

20           MR. JENSEN:  Two things before we start

21     questions I wanted to point out.  That's Tara Jo

22     Heinecke in the back.  And also just like

23     Mr. Bonowitz is pointing out, the information that

24     Tom Carpenter presented to us and the information

25     that everybody has presented to us, I believe is
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1     Mr. Carpenter.

2           MR. MUNRO:  I was just informing Mr. Bonewitz

3     that Mr. Carpenter's very good presentation which

4     was made down to the entire council has been

5     duplicated and has been e-mailed or otherwise

6     circulated to all the members.  I haven't gotten to

7     sitting down and reading every word of it.  But I

8     commit to you that I will.

9           MR. CARPENTER:  I'm grateful by the way.  You

10     have got to work this all the way through.  We're

11     taking that same presentation and adjusting it.  The

12     next few weeks we'll talk with some of the staff on

13     the council.

14           MS. HEINECKE:  I just want to clarify, when

15     you said council, you meant commission, right?  That

16     the presentation had been sent to all the

17     commissioners, not the King County council?

18           MR. MUNRO:  No.

19           MR. JENSEN:  Mr. Bonowitz.

20           MR. BONEWITZ:  I want to specifically address

21     the comment that Terry made.  I was a member of the

22     commission on governance of King County.  We did

23     study the issue of townships.  We did not recommend

24     that as a solution to the county council or the

25     executive.  We had an internal subcommittee.  We
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1     spent some time, including some lawyers, on that

2     subject.

3           One of the reasons is the current form of

4     government in King County is so vastly different

5     than the way townships are operated across mainly

6     the eastern part of this country.  And they have

7     some roles that are almost entirely duplicative of

8     what the King County Council's job is.

9           They do everything from maybe monitoring local

10     cemeteries to having police powers taking care of

11     health and welfare issues and a whole bunch of

12     issues.  This county at least in the opinions of the

13     people on that subcommittee believe that it-- that

14     the township form of government for the application

15     in King County has been outmoded by events.

16           And that sort of ties in with what Tom said.

17     You need to think in smaller steps that you can get

18     done.  And the smaller step that he outlined in his

19     presentation to you, you need to take it to heart,

20     is not to put another ombudsman in, but to get in

21     front of the question.  For that, you need something

22     like the deputy executive for rural affairs and

23     changes in the council structure.  Those are the

24     keys.  Or something that you could do in a

25     relatively simple manner, and staff those with some
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1     people that do have some rural experience.  Because

2     98 percent of the people in this country live in an

3     urban area and have never lived on a farm.  And you

4     are talking to some here that have.  So you will see

5     that large disconnect between how an urban person

6     views an rural area and how a rural person views it.

7           MS. LAVENDER:  I moved into the Bear Creek

8     Basin at the end of the community planning process.

9     And I do agree that King County did used to plan on

10     a smaller level.  The citizens seemed to connect

11     with it better.  So I take that to heart.

12           MR. BONEWITZ:  And what you got was the buy in

13     from the public.

14           MR. LOWRY:  Well, this was a great hearing.

15     And there was a lot of good comments.  I am going to

16     ask one that may be a really dumb idea.  You know,

17     there are some form of elected governments where

18     council people are nominated by districts and

19     elected at large.

20           Something right off the bat I myself may not

21     like about that, I worry about the expense of

22     running county wide and what that does for the

23     general election.  But, you know, another form of

24     government is a nominate by council.  So that means,

25     you come from the nine different areas, but then the
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Saturday, June 02, 2007 4:39 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 4:39:06 PM, on Saturday, June 02, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Tim

last: Borders

streetAddress: 19228 SE 268th St

city: Covington

state: WA

zip: 98042

email: timborders@juno.com

phone: 206-632-3944

suggestions: King County needs to implement larger precinct sizes--that is, have more 
registered voters per precinct. Ideally, all precincts should conform to generally 
accepted state standards of 400-900 registered voters per precinct. I would go further, 
and propose that when precincts are redrawn, that the minimum number of voters per 
precinct should be 500, with a maximum 800 (to accommodate growth). That way, small 
changes in population size in each precinct will not necessitate future alterations.
However, whenever possible, please merge adjacent precincts rather than creating new ones 
from scratch. I will explain below.

why: According to the Office of the Secretary of State, King County has the smallest 
precinct sizes in the entire state. It also has the greatest number of precincts than any 
other county, and out of proportion to its large size. The only benefit to small 
precincts, to my knowledge, is increased participation in grassroots politics because more
PCOs can be elected. However, both parties have more open PCO seats than filled seats, so 
the number of PCOs who will "lose" their seats will be relatively small, and the parties 
have plenty of opportunities for party activists who are not PCOs. The negatives far 
outweigh this one positive. 
First, the more precincts we have, the more expensive it is to run elections. Each 
precinct must have unique ballots printed for each election. With fewer ballot styles in 
each election, the costs for each election drop significantly (and we have as many as six 
elections each year).
Second, small precincts destroy voter secrecy, which is a right guaranteed by the 
Washington Constitution. For example, in the primary of 2006, a snoop sent me an email 
which told me how I voted in each of the primary partisan races. How did he discover this?
In part, my precinct had so few voters, I was the only Republican voter in my precinct who
voted a provisional ballot. (The full situation is complicated and I will describe in 
detail upon request. I had to reveal my party preference when I challenged the results of 
my PCO race, successfully, since I won with one vote--my own.) Many precincts are so small
that every voter happens to vote the same way. Even "large" precincts (a relative term) in
both the 43rd and 37th Districts voted the same way in certain races, such as party 
preference in the 2006 primary election. If the precincts were set at 400-900, (or better 
yet, 600-900), there would be very few opportunities to determine, for example, that every
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person selected the same party preference. (Note that state law guarantees secrecy in 
party preference.) A subset of this issue is the number of tiny precincts with so few 
voters that King County Elections made them Vote By Mail precincts several years ago. The 
reason for the switch to VBM was the high cost of holding poll elections for tiny numbers 
of voters. Many of these tiny precincts have fewer than 20 voters. When these voters cast 
their ballot, their ballot secrecy is often revealed in the publicly-published canvass 
files, available online from King County Elections.
Third, the larger precinct sizes would introduce more uniformity among precinct sizes. 
Since PCOs can be elected in precincts with 250 registered voters as well as precincts 
with 750 registered voters, the PCOs from smaller precincts have a disproportionate share 
of influence in party functions, all out of proportion to the number of constituents they 
represent. (If we abolished our state legislature and reconstructed it based upon a 
formula of two representatives and one senator per county, some counties--especially 
King--would lose out. It's the same concept, on a micro scale.) We can increase precinct 
sizes while preserving transparency of elections. We have an important audit function of 
elections in that we can look at historical data per precinct and compare it over time. 
For example, if a given precinct votes somewhere between 20 and 30 percent for Republicans
over time, but then, all of the sudden, it votes 75 percent Republican, this would be an 
indication that some flaw in vote tallying occurred. If precincts were completely redrawn,
this important audit function would be lost to citizens. Therefore, the best thing to do 
would be to merge existing precincts that are adjacent to each other, since data from 
previous elections could simply be merged and then compared with the new totals.

Thank you for your participation, and thank you for considering my suggestions.
Tim Borders
(Member, Citizens' Elections Oversight Committee, and until my move last week, I was a 
Republican PCO.)

checkbox: checkbox

_________________________________________
User IP Address:206.188.56.88
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows NT 5.1)
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Friday, February 16, 2007 5:02 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 5:02:06 PM, on Friday, February 16, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: todd

last: boyle

email: tboyle@rosehill.net

textarea: What are the agendas, minutes etc for the meetings such as Feb 21?  The website 
returns an error when I click on them.  

I want to see King County adopt IRV

checkbox: checkbox

_________________________________________
User IP Address:71.102.102.144
User Software Client:Mozilla/5.0 (Windows; U; Windows NT 5.0; en-US; rv:1.8.1.1) 
Gecko/20061204 Firefox/2.0.0.1
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: Jim Burrows [burrjaw@earthlink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2007 4:25 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: Auburn Public Hearing

I wish to thank the commission for the very interesting and informative public hearing at 
Auburn, July 9.  Special thanks to Jim Williams for running the show, especially when he 
said in the summary, IRV is a "hot topic"!  I hope the King County Charter can follow 
Pierce County's lead and adopt IRV for county elections, saving lots of money by throwing 
out the "pick a party" primary which everybody hates.

Regards,

         -- Jim Burrows
         -- http://home.earthlink.net/~burrjaw
         -- mailto:burrjaw@earthlink.net
         -- Seattle N47.4723 W122.3662 (WGS84)
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          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Thank you.  That was 

  very helpful.  Thank you very much, sir. 

          Next we'd like to hear from James Burrows. 

  Mr. Burrows, are you here? 

          JAMES BURROWS:  That's me. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  A round of applause for 

  Mr. Burrows. 

          (Applause) 

          JAMES BURROWS:  Thank you. 

          I'm Jim Burrows, and I took the horrible trip 

  down I-5 from Burien, and what I'm trying to push here 

  is IRV.  Does anybody know what IRV is?  Hold your hand 

  up. 

          CITIZEN:  I do. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Is that a drug? 

          JAMES BURROWS:  No.  It's Instant Runoff 

  Voting, is what it is, and it's also called RC, Rank 

  Choice Voting, and what it does is it gets rid of the 

  primary.  In other words, you don't have to spend a 

  million dollars, I guess probably King County spends 

  even more than that, on the primary.  Essentially 

  everyone that wants to vote gets to rank their choices. 

  In other words, everyone that wants a position on the 

  County Council or whatever gets on the ballot, and then
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  process to decide who actually won.  I don't want to go 

  into that.  It's a lot of mathematics and stuff like 

  that. 

          Okay, the thing is, finally, that Pierce County 

  is doing it.  They had a charter meeting, and the 

  council committee and everything, and people yelled 

  about IRV.  Apparently they're going to do it.  So if 

  now King County could do it, just think of the power. 

  Maybe we could get it in the state, too.  That's where 

  we really need it. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Thank you, sir. 

  Everybody follow what this gentleman was saying about 

  the IRV?  Okay.  Good. 

          Next we should hear from Margaret Nelson. 

  Margaret Nelson, ladies and gentlemen. 

          (Applause) 

          MARGARET NELSON:  Before I begin, I would like 

  to hand a copy of some of my comments to the 

  commissioners so that they might have an easier time. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Even better, she's got 

  written comments which I will yield to the court 

  reporter for inclusion in the record at this point. 

          Madam Court Reporter, would you please make 

  that an attachment to this transcript.
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  done here. 

          Another issue is this Instant Runoff Voting. 

  Mr. Burrows talked about it.  It's hot.  The reason why 

  is it provides voters with an opportunity to 

  potentially get the bigger bang for their votes. 

  Instead of voting in a primary for an individual, you 

  can vote essentially for a slate of people and whoever 

  wins the most number of votes actually gets the offices 

  that are available.  So if you like two or three people 

  and you have to rank them one, two, three and you're 

  satisfied with any of the three being King County 

  Council people you actually could vote for all three. 

  And if your neighbor shared your votes about all three, 

  those three out of, say, ten who got the most votes 

  would actually get elected.  So you wouldn't have to go 

  back over and over and over again to see who's going to 

  win. 

          Is that pretty much it, Mr. Burrows? 

          JAMES BURROWS:  It also helps with the 

  nonpartisan to essentially to get rid of the primary 

  where you have to say, I'm a Democrat or I'm a 

  Republican. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  It also ties into the 

  nonpartisan issue where you don't have to worry about
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          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Did you guys follow what 

  she was saying?  I think it's a very good point.  We've 

  seen correspondence from some of the Council members in 

  that respect. 

          Yes. 

          JAMES BURROWS:  I think you could just identify 

  them.  They could say R or D, but you don't have to say 

  I'm a Democrat to vote.  That's the problem. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  I see what he's saying. 

          Yes ma'am.  Would you go over there because we 

  want you to be on the record so we know what you said. 

  Please give your name. 

          MARGARET LOOS:  My name is Margaret Loos. 

          I agree that it does tell you something about 

  where a person's, what their ideology is when you know 

  the party, and a primary is a nominating election.  So 

  it's not that you can't vote.  I mean, you vote.  We 

  don't register by party.  You can vote a different 

  party every primary if you want. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Thank you. 

          Any other input? 

          Yes, sir. 

          H. DAVID KAPLAN:  My name is H. David Kaplan. 

          But I really want the Commission to concentrate
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1     snowed kind of over.  I got a bunch of political

2     double talk.

3           I had to get up here and voice my opinion.

4     And I wish someone would address that and tell me

5     what's being done.  Why should I go to the polls and

6     vote?  Why should I worry about voting if nobody

7     listens?  And that's all I have to say.  Thank you.

8           AUDIENCE MEMBER:  His opinion is our opinion

9     too.

10           MR. SENDER:  Everybody sits by and blindly

11     lets them-- I don't know what else to say.

12           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Sender.

13           Mr. Carpenter.  And after Mr. Carpenter is

14     Steve Hammond.

15           MR. CARPENTER:  Good evening.  And thank you

16     very much for the opportunity to talk again.

17           Again, my name is Tom Carpenter.  Along with

18     being a resident in the unincorporated area outside

19     of Renton, I chair the Four Creeks Unincorporated

20     Area Growth Management Committee.  I'm really glad

21     that you guys are willing to come out and have these

22     conversations.

23           Let me be brief.  I wanted to restate just one

24     thing that I talked to you about when we met in May.

25     I remember the end chart in that presentation.  The
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1     title was shared vision.  You asked a question when

2     we started this presentation, or started tonight

3     about what you believe the challenges are for the

4     next ten years, the charter review being a ten year

5     cycle, and the opportunity for learning only occurs

6     every ten years.

7           The question is, which one is most important.

8     For me, in 1990, across the country, there was an

9     unprecedented amount of environmental legislation

10     that was passed in the state of Washington that

11     turned out to be the Growth Management Act.  Those

12     kinds of acts have a long learning cycle time.

13           We're 17 years into that activity.  And

14     although I tend to agree that in the beginning,

15     strong legislation to be able to put things into

16     play was the right answer, it unfortunately today

17     has let the pendulum swing a little too far.  I'm

18     not an environmentalist or any kind of radical.  I

19     believe in the area I have lived in.  What I want is

20     to be able to drive down this road and continue to

21     see lots of trees and some buffering from the

22     housing that's going on.

23           Unfortunately right now, what's happening both

24     in terms of the way we have structured the county

25     counsel and the way the dialogue is going on, there
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1     is a very divisive kind of environment going on

2     between what I would consider to be urban thinkers

3     and rural thinkers.  Or you could get them between

4     property rights people and socialists to use another

5     term.  That divisiveness when we need to do some

6     soul searching is counterproductive.

7           The challenge we're going to give to the

8     county council -- they will be out for another UAC

9     meeting shortly.  One of the challenges is going to

10     be is how to stop that divisiveness.  I made some

11     recommendations about restructuring the county

12     council.  I also recognized-- and the recommendation

13     was that we needed to take a look at things like,

14     perhaps splitting up the council into two houses.

15     Whether that can be done legally or not, I don't

16     know.

17           What I challenge the charter review commission

18     to do is to look for more and more ways in which we

19     can deal with this situation over the ten years to

20     remove this polarity that appears to be going on

21     between different types of groups.  Environmental

22     groups on one side and industrialization on the

23     other side.  Neither are right, and neither are

24     wrong.

25           What we have to do is find a way to walk a

Carpenter, Tom 
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1     line together.  And the charter of this county is an

2     important backbone to that activity.  So please,

3     along with all the other things, keep in mind that

4     we got to get rid of the divisiveness.  And also

5     recognize this is an 80-20 split.  Somehow or other,

6     we have got to get the voice of the people who are

7     in the unincorporated areas.  They are the stewards

8     and custodians of the land.  They are the ones that

9     have done this stuff out here.  But the development

10     is really causing the trauma among the people that

11     live here.  Somehow or others we have got to do this

12     development in a lot more sensitive manner.  And the

13     only way to do it is get this divisiveness dialogue

14     out of the process.

15           MR. JENSEN:  Mr. Steve Hammond.

16           MR. HAMMOND:  Thank you very much for this

17     opportunity.  And I would like to say that much of

18     what I feel was included in the previous testimony.

19     So there's no sense in going back over that again.

20     The nature of the charter -- and by the way, one of

21     the previous reviews is where we got the

22     unincorporated area councils.  They have no teeth.

23     The council still has the final say.  But they were

24     attempting to try to address that.

25           A major part of what is happening in the
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1     council calling the shots.  The only thing we can do

2     at this point is to encourage more unincorporated

3     area councils.  And they don't have the final say.

4     The King County council still has the final say.

5     But the more of those we have, the better chance we

6     have until someone voluntarily says, look, I have

7     been king too long.  I have decided I don't want to

8     be king anymore.  It's no pun on the county.  It's

9     just a statement.

10           MR. CARPENTER:  The thing I want to make sure

11     as you ponder this discussion, remember that there

12     is sort of change in the world solutions.  You get

13     the fed and state and everybody lined up.  We're

14     talking about a ten-year period right now.  So to

15     give you another thought, it could be as simple as

16     requiring the chair of the growth management and

17     natural resources committee to come from a rural

18     area.  Maybe what has to happen, we make a shift

19     into some of these internal things.

20           We have talked -- when we did the presentation

21     to you guys in May.  Maybe what's really needed for

22     this evolution is to think more in terms of how the

23     county functions and take a look at making some

24     adjustments internally.

25           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you very much,

Carpenter, Tom 



July 10, 2007

www.seadep.com (206)622-6661 * (800)657-1110 FAX: (206)622-6236
SEATTLE DEPOSITION REPORTERS

Page 49

1     Mr. Carpenter.

2           MR. MUNRO:  I was just informing Mr. Bonewitz

3     that Mr. Carpenter's very good presentation which

4     was made down to the entire council has been

5     duplicated and has been e-mailed or otherwise

6     circulated to all the members.  I haven't gotten to

7     sitting down and reading every word of it.  But I

8     commit to you that I will.

9           MR. CARPENTER:  I'm grateful by the way.  You

10     have got to work this all the way through.  We're

11     taking that same presentation and adjusting it.  The

12     next few weeks we'll talk with some of the staff on

13     the council.

14           MS. HEINECKE:  I just want to clarify, when

15     you said council, you meant commission, right?  That

16     the presentation had been sent to all the

17     commissioners, not the King County council?

18           MR. MUNRO:  No.

19           MR. JENSEN:  Mr. Bonowitz.

20           MR. BONEWITZ:  I want to specifically address

21     the comment that Terry made.  I was a member of the

22     commission on governance of King County.  We did

23     study the issue of townships.  We did not recommend

24     that as a solution to the county council or the

25     executive.  We had an internal subcommittee.  We

Carpenter, Tom 



Catholic Archdiocese of Seattle



Charnley, Donn



  2007-2008 Charter Review Commission Public Hearing 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

   

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.
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  don't really have any other comments. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Elizabeth Walter. 

                    MS. WALTER:  No comments. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  No, you won't be 

  commenting.  Well, I think we've gone through everyone 

  who agreed to sign in.  Is there any others that would 

  like to make comments? 

      Sure.  Come on up. 

                    MR. CHARNLEY:  My name is Donn 

  Charnley, a resident of Shoreline for about close to 

  50 years. 

      And I have a feeling I'm preaching to the preached 

  or whatever the saying is.  You know, it just amazes 

  me there's so few people here today.  I recognize you 

  probably picked this room because it seems to work 

  well, but I think it's a shame.  It's just an 

  expression of what we had in the last election that 

  Elaine just mentioned. 

      I didn't come with any issues in mind, but I was 

  well stimulated by the first speakers, and I'd like to 

  make a couple of points on theirs. 

      First of all, electing the sheriff has been 

  something I thought was a noble act when the first 

  Charter was passed.  We created that office as an
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  office, and took the politics out of a very sensitive 

  area. 

      And I agonized when there was the move and, 

  obviously, successful by initiative to change that to 

  an elected position.  I would suggest that this is one 

  of the bullets that needs to be bit, bited? -- and 

  that we resume and go back on that. 

      And it won't be popular, because everybody says, 

  Oh, I want to have my say.  Well, you have your say, 

  you elect people.  There's many people in here that I 

  recognize, including my dear friend, Lois, that I know 

  very well.  That's why you elect people, is to make 

  decisions. 

      Campaign finance that Chris brought up.  I'm not 

  alone in this in this room, in having to have raised 

  increasing amounts of money every two years I ran for 

  the legislature over 14 years.  And even the last time 

  I was agonized over the amount that I raised and 

  spent, and I lost that election. 

      You know, it's just it is not conducive to the 

  type of government we want to have, to democracy.  And 

  the precinct attempts in Olympia, I was saddened there 

  that none of them, including the judicial one, we had 

  excellent reasons for at least making public financing
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      And even the one I thought would go through 

  without any trouble because King County and Seattle 

  both had public financing many years back, and it 

  worked.  And it worked very well.  It isn't a mandated 

  thing, for those of you who have never seen this 

  before, it's a choice.  But it would do so much and 

  now there are three states, I believe, at least three 

  states, and a number of other entities throughout this 

  country that are doing this.  I would like to see us 

  certainly do that.  We have to get the legislature to 

  allow us to do it quote, unquote, the point was made, 

  but let's work on that, please. 

      I don't know a lot about electing the Director of 

  Elections.  I've been a King County election official 

  for the last 15 years.  I've been a troubleshooter, 

  and had worked on the recounts and things like that. 

  And, yeah, we've had some problems.  And I don't blame 

  that or lay that at the feet of the fact that we had 

  an appointed official rather than an elected one. 

      And I am very nervous of electing somebody who's 

  going to be in charge of elections.  And so that puts 

  the wrong twist on it.  I would urge deep caution in 

  that if we even consider it at all. 

      And finally the partisanship.  I had the pleasure
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  60s, and I discovered to my amazement that the 

  legislature, Lois, was nonpartisan.  And, you know, 

  that's about -- I discovered that to be about as phony 

  a thing as you could ever expect. 

      Everybody knew that the liberal group were the 

  democrats and the conservative group were the 

  republicans.  And as any elected official, you have to 

  have somebody in charge, and that's the majority.  And 

  so it was either the republicans with a cloak over 

  their heads that said conservative or the liberals. 

      I think that's phony.  I just don't like 

  nonpartisanship at the level that we are talking 

  about, certainly the state, and even at the King 

  County level. 

      Yes, Bob, in areas that's towns and cities and so 

  forth, that does make sense, and it seems to work very 

  well, but I would urge great caution in considering 

  making the King County nonpartisan. 

      I appreciate your listening and my opportunity to 

  come and speak and see some dear old friends again. 

  Thank you very much. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you. 

      Sandra Cohen, are you interested in speaking? 

                    MS. COHEN:  Thank you all for taking
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  get paid -- I will admit, do get paid to gather 

  signatures, but many of them also gather signatures on 

  -- for a gratis on the issues that affect their lives. 

      They don't have a fixed place of abode, and to put 

  in something in place that would prohibit them from 

  gathering signatures would be a disservice.  Thank 

  you. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you.  I think we 

  have time for one more comment if anyone would like to 

  present.  We'll bring you up again. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  You can't keep a good 

  elected official down. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  I think we've been 

  honored by several former officials being here 

  tonight. 

                    MR. CHARNLEY:  As I stated the first 

  time I was up here, there's so many friends in the 

  audience here that I've had the pleasure of working 

  with, sometimes arguing against.  It's old-home week. 

      This idea of unincorporated and corporated has 

  sort of been in the back of mind all along because I 

  chaired a local government committee in the house for 

  some years, and one of the issues was:  What do you do 

  about an area that becomes dense enough in population
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  hard-pressed to provide the kind of services that they 

  need? 

      And, therefore, we did mandate and I can't 

  remember the specifics anymore, but we did mandate 

  that at a certain point.  Those areas had to fish or 

  cut bait.  That means you got to join the city, or 

  become one.  And I lived in one of that sort, 

  Shoreline. 

      And one of the reasons I supported the -- some of 

  my neighbors didn't care for the incorporation of 

  Shoreline -- is just that reason.  That I wanted to be 

  able to have a more localized area that I could turn 

  to for concerns and needs and permits and so forth 

  than the county itself, because I do believe that the 

  county's primary responsibility is the unincorporated 

  areas.  They're the only government they have. 

  There's no one else they can turn to. 

      And I just -- I don't know what the answer is to 

  having a County Council that has to deal with the 

  problems in the whole county including the very 

  densely populated areas that already are cities.  I 

  don't have an answer for that.  I keep puzzling over 

  it.  Should we say that the county does not have any 

  function there and only in the unincorporated areas?
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  I don't think that's the answer. 

      But I wish you well with that kind of a question, 

  and, again, thank you very much. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you. 

      If any of you have comments and ideas that you 

  come up with after the meeting, feel free to visit the 

  website for the Charter Review.  It's 

  metrokc.gov/exec/charter.  It's also on the last page 

  of the packet that you may have picked up by the door. 

      Thank you so much for coming tonight.  This is 

  really helpful.  I think we've set the bar for the 

  next eight meetings we'll be going to.  I think if we 

  were to go into deliberations now, I think we'd be 

  almost ready, so... 

      Thank you again for coming. 
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               LARRY CLEMENTS:  Okay.  There were six items that 

     were listed in the card that I received in the mail, and I'd 

     like to respond to all six of them. 

               THE COURT REPORTER:  I'm sorry; could you hold the 

     microphone closer. 

               LARRY CLEMENTS:  Is that better?  All right. 

     First one is an electable -- electing the director of 

     elections.  Taxpayers should get full control of the 

     election process.  If an elected official fails in its job, 

     it should be fired in either an election or a recall 

     election.  And that's very simple, that it would be put on 

     the -- in the state -- state constitution. 

          Amendment 2, better representation for residences of 

     unincorporated areas.  The only way for this to work is to 

     reduce the power of the large city vote, which can be done 

     and most effectively by the initiative process, and as 

     evidence of the effect of the elected office is heavily 

     centered in the Seattle area.  And that should be changed 

     because it doesn't give the right representation to the 

     people in outlying or smaller areas.  I don't -- I don't 

     have any suggestions on how to do it, but it ought to be 

     changed. 

          No. 3, prohibiting paid signature gathering for 

     campaigns.  Now, I do not support paying people to gather
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     their own time, it should be -- it should be a choice, of 

     course.  To have them get paid I think is not the right way. 

     If we take that privilege away, then we will have lost even 

     more of our freedoms.  Let them alone; that's what I say. 

          No. 4, enacting whistleblower protection for county 

     employees.  This should be included in our state 

     constitution.  Why shouldn't a person be free to express his 

     own feelings about any issue in this -- in this state in 

     which we live whether we're a county employee or not? 

          Making county council positions nonpartisan.  King 

     County is a huge county, but the issues we face as a county 

     are no less important than those elected officials who face 

     the issues at state level.  I say forget the issue. 

          No. 6, public funding for campaigns.  It would be 

     better to restrict the funds for any campaign regardless of 

     public position, authority, or wealth.  To do otherwise -- 

     otherwise would tend to prohibit reasonable minds from 

     entering the election process. 

          Now I want to describe the issues that has personal 

     impact on my own courses, my own property taxes.  For the 

     year 2006, my property taxes were increased almost 64 

     percent, and for the year 2007, this year, and next year, 

     they will go up another 9 percent.  I don't think that's 

     fair.  I don't imagine anybody here thinks it's fair.  And I
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     60 in -- in two years, it went up almost 75 percent.  I 

     think the county council ought to give that -- be able to 

     give people some relief from it.  I don't know if it 

     involves setting a percent limit on increase in property 

     taxes, but that's my position.  I would support that. 

          Thank you. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you, Larry. 

          Do the commissioners have questions of Larry? 

                    (No response.) 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Okay.  Thank you very much. 

     We appreciate your coming out tonight. 

          Marysue Deckler (phonetic).  I see her signed in here 

     and I don't see her at the moment, so she may have stepped 

     out. 

               MS. OHASHI:  She's gone. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Margaret Hart.  Did I say 

     that right? 

               CITIZEN:  [Inaudible.] 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Harto, I'm sorry.  Okay, 

     thank you. 

          Larry Harto?  No? 

          Janet Herron? 

               JANET HERRON:  Not at this time. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Okay.  That exhausts the
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.
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  60s, and I discovered to my amazement that the 

  legislature, Lois, was nonpartisan.  And, you know, 

  that's about -- I discovered that to be about as phony 

  a thing as you could ever expect. 

      Everybody knew that the liberal group were the 

  democrats and the conservative group were the 

  republicans.  And as any elected official, you have to 

  have somebody in charge, and that's the majority.  And 

  so it was either the republicans with a cloak over 

  their heads that said conservative or the liberals. 

      I think that's phony.  I just don't like 

  nonpartisanship at the level that we are talking 

  about, certainly the state, and even at the King 

  County level. 

      Yes, Bob, in areas that's towns and cities and so 

  forth, that does make sense, and it seems to work very 

  well, but I would urge great caution in considering 

  making the King County nonpartisan. 

      I appreciate your listening and my opportunity to 

  come and speak and see some dear old friends again. 

  Thank you very much. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you. 

      Sandra Cohen, are you interested in speaking? 

                    MS. COHEN:  Thank you all for taking
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  meeting and the others that I know you are all going 

  to go to. 

      I'm Sandra Cohen.  I live in District 1 in the 

  north part of the city of Seattle.  For more than 

  20 years, I worked for local governments at the county 

  and at the city levels.  I saw a lot of very dedicated 

  people, both the elected officials and the staffs who 

  work for them. 

      In some of those positions, I served elected 

  officials who were nonpartisan, and in others, I 

  served those who are elected through their party 

  allegiance.  Each has its flaws, but I will say I have 

  never seen any real good in terms of responsiveness to 

  citizens come from the party system. 

      What I have seen, and what I think we should at 

  least ask the citizens if they want to change is, 

  trade-offs being made, not because they're good, or an 

  ordinance is a good one to vote for the citizens that 

  a person represents, but rather because it's expected 

  because of the party to which that legislator belongs. 

  I don't think the citizens are well served by that. 

  At least, I ask that you strongly consider putting 

  before the voters this crucial and important question. 

      The County Council has edged close in the past to
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  has never quite gotten there.  And I hope that you'll 

  have the courage this time, Bob and your colleagues, 

  to at least ask the citizens so we can have an 

  informed debate, and then let the citizens make that 

  decision. 

      Lest you all think that I'm some kind of 

  lunatic-fringe populist, however, my second issue that 

  I would like to raise with you is, that I wish you 

  would consider taking us back to the days before a 

  court decision said that our Charter can be amended 

  through the initiative process. 

      We use to think it was very clear in the Charter 

  that it could not be amended by initiative.  We've 

  since learned otherwise through a state Supreme Court 

  decision. 

      A Charter should be more difficult to amend than 

  simply the making of a law through the initiative 

  process that takes one vote of the people and maybe 

  I'm just -- I've seen a lot of local government.  I've 

  seen the winds of change come through.  I think the 

  Charter should be insulated from those temporary 

  public passions that sometimes sweep through a 

  community. 

      Then one little, perhaps more technical issue that
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  important bodies called regional committees that were 

  established when Metro Transit and water quality 

  functions were merged into county government.  I have 

  not seen the regional committees evidencing as much 

  strength as they perhaps should have and could. 

      Particularly, I think it would be important to 

  strengthen the role of cities and towns on the 

  transit, the Regional Transit Committee, because for 

  all of us who live in the urbanized parts of the 

  county, transit is perhaps the most important function 

  day to day that we receive from our county government. 

      Our interests in the denser parts of the county in 

  transit and in service are very important and are 

  really only represented at the county level through 

  this, the regional committee, and, of course, through 

  our district representatives, but they represent 

  districts that typically are a mix of urban and less 

  developed areas. 

      So I would like to see some thought given, at 

  least, to whether the Regional Transit Committee could 

  have a stronger role so that the city and town 

  representatives there have a stronger voice. 

      Thank you. 

                    MS. NORTH:  Kirstin, might I ask
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  course, the Pierce County commission has to run and be 

  elected countywide.  And the legal interpretation has 

  been that that is necessary if you are going to have 

  something automatically on the ballot. 

      And I don't think most of the Charter Review 

  Commission would relish running countywide to do the 

  job of reviewing the county charter.  So that's a very 

  practical matter there.  But do you see the difficulty 

  of not having that process open?  Because there the 

  Council sits, and they can say, No, we're not going to 

  put this on the ballot. 

                    MS. COHEN:  I share that 

  frustration.  Thank you for describing it. 

      It has been a number of years since the issue of 

  putting the partisan/nonpartisan question, for 

  example, on the ballot has been talked about, and the 

  Council has never gone there, and that frustrates me. 

      However, I think there are two other approaches 

  that would not make such a radical change to the 

  charter that it would risk being amended as often as, 

  for example, the state tax laws are amended during the 

  initiative process. 

      One is, I'm not aware of a court decision, perhaps 

  it's a lawyer's interpretation that has perhaps
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  Review Commission's recommendations carry some special 

  weight.  Perhaps it could almost be like the regional 

  committees, where the charter would say the regional 

  commission can make five suggestions, let's say, that 

  are in a special category.  And that special category 

  is one that unless you get, say, seven of the nine 

  County Councilmembers voting against it going on the 

  ballot, it goes on the ballot. 

      You know that might -- just to throw out some 

  possibility that you have some special power as the 

  Charter Review Commission.  In the future, of course, 

  under a charter change, that would have to be approved 

  by the voters now. 

      And the other thing I guess I would say is, this 

  is very much a representative democracy that we have 

  with our County Council and if the issue is important 

  enough to citizens, they will stand up at campaign 

  events for the County Councilmembers and say, I 

  challenge you, Candidate A, to tell us all here today, 

  Are you going to vote to put X issue or recommendation 

  from the Charter Review Commission on the ballot? 

      And if that becomes important enough to citizens, 

  they will elect councilmembers who will put the 

  important issues before them.  Thank you.
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From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2007 10:21 AM
To: Do, Hong-Nhi; Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: RE: 
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From: Craig Dameron [mailto:CraigD@CWA7800.org]  
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2007 8:33 AM 
To: Yango, Mark 
Subject:  

Mark Yango 
Charter Review Coordinator 
Office of King County Executive Ron Sims 
Columbia Center 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Work: (206) 296-4628 
Cell: (206) 450-9258 
email: mark.yango@metrokc.gov 
Dear Mr. Yango 
  
Based on the fact that the County has a responsibility to insure that all people within their 
jurisdiction feel safe and are able to participate in the county's public safety programs.  
  
And that the collaboration between the county police, country employees and county 
elected officials  and ICE (immigration, customs and enforcement agency) on non criminal 
activities, works against this principal, causing immigrants to feel that their liberty and 
welfare are threatened. 
  
The County must support a policy of non-cooperation in regards to non criminal activities in 
relation to ICE and  county police, county employees, and elected county officials.   
  
King County's efforts in this area are especially important since we need to have the same 
laws in the County of non-cooperation as are in place in the City of Seattle. 
  
In Solidarity, 
  
Craig Dameron 
  
Phone: 206 441-4969 
E-Mail: craigd@cwa7800.org 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Saturday, July 21, 2007 7:48 AM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 7:47:38 AM, on Saturday, July 21, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: sara

last: denman

streetAddress: 26673 220 pl se

city: maple valley

state: wa

zip: 98038

email: snamned@yahoo.com

phone: 

suggestions: I would have the KC Library more responsive to its patrons. And the director 
and board become elected officials. 

why: At the present time citizen requests and comments are ignored. The director and board
are an elite, smug club that acts in an arrogant and irrational way.  They make decisions 
without data.  They are not transparent in their decisions.

checkbox: checkbox

_________________________________________
User IP Address:70.56.89.250
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 7.0; Windows NT 5.1; .NET CLR 1.1.4322)

Denman, Sara
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.
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                    MS. NORTH:  Very good point. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  I saw a hand in the 

  back.  You, sir. 

                    MR. DERDOWSKI:  My name is Brian 

  Derdowski.  I live in unincorporated King County 

  between Issaquah and Bellevue.  First of all, thank 

  you very much for your public service.  It's important 

  work.  And I share the concern that Councilmember 

  North raised about the County Council from time to -- 

  ignoring recommendations from the Charter Review 

  Commission. 

      I was very troubled by that.  I want to give you 

  in kind of a rapid-fire fashion a whole variety of 

  things that I think you might consider looking at and 

  putting it into your pot of issues to consider. 

      First of all, with respect to the Charter Review 

  Commission, you might consider a requirement that the 

  Council has to take an affirmative vote.  They have to 

  actually put it on for action and vote it up or down, 

  because as you know, the way to get rid of a fairly 

  popular idea is just table it.  And that's what the 

  Council did on a variety of occasions. 

      Secondly, you might consider a super majority 

  vote.  I do believe in public -- the public being able
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  have a high threshold. 

      Thirdly, you might consider having a situation 

  where the kickoff of the Charter Review Process review 

  begins with an executive recommendation and a County 

  Council hearing.  Get it up to a high level right off 

  the bat.  Start getting those newspaper stories, 

  start -- require a public hearing, then the Charter 

  Review Commission can begin it's work. 

      The problem is the Charter Review Commission does 

  all this work for a long time, it's kind of done in a 

  low-profile way, and when it surfaces, there isn't 

  enough time to really build that constituency. 

      Okay.  Secondly, an issue that's near and dear to 

  my heart is, that there is a patently unfair situation 

  where councilmembers that represent incorporated areas 

  strictly get to vote on ordinances that only have 

  force and effect in an unincorporated area. 

      I think there's a one-person one-vote problem 

  here, and it's something that just cries out for 

  resolution.  A smaller version of this, or another 

  aspect of this is, that those County Councilmembers 

  that represent unincorporated districts, get the same 

  staff as those that represent incorporated districts. 

  And we all know that the workload is a lot more, and
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  tremendous disadvantage on regional issues and other 

  sorts of issues. 

      The next issues is ombudsman independent.  The 

  ombudsman is a critically important office.  There 

  ought to be a requirement that the ombudsman has a 

  designated budget so the Council can't come in and 

  tweak it and mess around with it. 

      I know from the time, from the years, that I 

  served on the Council that -- well, I believe strongly 

  that there was on occasion interference with the 

  ombudsman's office investigations to some extent when 

  they affected councilmembers.  That's wrong.  And 

  there has to be independence.  We can't have the 

  ability to go in and squeeze their budget and affect 

  their ability to do their job simply because we don't 

  like what they're investigating. 

      So too the auditor.  Okay.  Now, people talk about 

  the auditor as the election person.  I'm talking about 

  the auditor, that tremendous office that the 

  freeholders and their wisdom created.  The auditor 

  that works within the legislative branch and has the 

  authority to do performance audits and reviews of the 

  executive branch. 

      That is very unusual.  And I believe it's very
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  it has adequate funding to do its job.  And that it 

  also is distinguished from the election auditor.  I 

  share my friend, Senator Charnley's comment about 

  being very concerned about having an elected election 

  official. 

      The next issue is campaign finance reform.  You 

  know, the city of Seattle has a $700 maximum 

  contribution the City Council raises.  The County 

  Council is about 2,000, 2,100 or thereabouts, isn't 

  it? 

                    MR. FERGUSON:  I think it's about 

  1,400, I think. 

                    MR. DERDOWSKI:  Well, isn't it 1,400 

  for the primary and 1,400 for the -- is it 1,400 for 

  the whole cycle?  I stand corrected. 

      It seems to me that the charter is a good place to 

  have clear statements about conflicts of interest.  So 

  an official cannot vote on an issue that he or she has 

  a conflict of interest, a personal conflict of 

  interest. 

      So too, a lot of controls on lobbyists.  If 

  nothing else, simply clearer reporting, a mechanism to 

  control the actions of lobbyists.  Lobbyists -- are 

  terribly -- are way, way too important at the King
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      The prosecuting attorney.  You know, the 

  prosecuting attorney -- we think of the prosecuting 

  attorney's office as the criminal -- on the criminal 

  side in their activities -- on the criminal side, but 

  we forget that the prosecuting attorney is also the 

  civil attorney for the county. 

      I think, at one time there were -- when I was 

  looking into this, there was about a thousand court 

  cases involving the county on the civil side.  And 

  yet, it's not clear in all those cases who the client 

  is. 

      I'll never forget when I was working on a problem 

  in my district, and I talked to the head of 

  planning -- you know, at that time Building and Land 

  Development, and I said, Jeez, you know, why are we 

  appealing this case?  Because this case, the judge 

  ruled that we had the authority to do that regulation. 

  You wanted that authority, and why are you appealing 

  it? 

      And the manager said, Jeez, Brian, I didn't know 

  that we were appealing it. 

      I says, well, who's giving direction to the 

  prosecuting attorney's office? 

      Well, they just automatically appealed.  So I
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  which -- I requested an audit and it was done, 

  analyzing the way in which the prosecuting attorney 

  reports to the client and works with the client. 

      That report had some very interesting findings, 

  because, you know, do they take -- does the 

  prosecuting attorney's office, if a department gets 

  sued, is that department the client?  Is the county 

  executive the client?  Is the corporate entity a 

  client?  Who's the client?  And who is able to give 

  direction to the PA's office? 

      In the absence of clear direction, it is a loose 

  of -- it is a very loose situation, and it works very 

  much to the detriment of the county.  I spent ten 

  years, literally -- you know, I served three terms on 

  the Council.  And I spent many years trying to get one 

  list of all the court cases that the county was 

  involved in.  I could not get that list.  I threatened 

  having some university students create that list for 

  public records.  I did everything possible.  And I 

  don't believe there's such a list. 

      And how can you manage the workload?  How can you 

  look at the court cases and try to come to some 

  determination of what the county should be doing to 

  avoid a legal risk if you don't have the baseline
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  percentage?  I can tell you we are bleeding money. 

  The county is bleeding money on human resources 

  because the county is doing things to harm employees 

  unnecessarily and costing money.  So this issue is 

  something you might wish to grapple with. 

      The next is emergency ordinances.  The language is 

  too broad.  I know that the County Council from time 

  to time adopted emergency ordinances because it wanted 

  to avoid some sort of a referendum.  It wanted to take 

  action quickly.  It wasn't really an emergency.  And 

  the public is getting wise to this.  And what that 

  means is when there is a true emergency, the county's 

  moral authority to act is undermined.  That's 

  unfortunate. 

      There should also be a whistle-blower provision, a 

  strong whistle-blower provision in code.  What I mean 

  by that is, every professional at King County should 

  be allowed to speak the truth if they're asked at the 

  County Council.  The executive should not be able to 

  say, You can't to talk to the county councilman. 

      You know, PEER, the public -- this one 

  organization called Public Employees for Environmental 

  Responsibility, did a survey some years ago of 

  employees at the county's permitting agency.  And I
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  order of magnitude of about 65 percent of the 

  employees reported in a confidential survey that they 

  at one time or the other had been coerced or pressured 

  to take actions that they thought were unethical or 

  contrary to the law. 

      65 percent.  A huge number.  And this is something 

  that, you know, employees should be given their voice. 

  And I think this can be done while still preserving 

  executive progress. 

      Budget provisos, you know, the county sometimes 

  tries to legislate through budget provisos.  It's not 

  clear to what extent those budget provisos are, you 

  know, can be enforced.  I think it is appropriate for 

  the county to tie money to actions, but it's an area 

  that wise heads should think about. 

      I thought about a number of ways this could be 

  handled, but budget provisos is a gray area, and it 

  kind of works now because the executive knows that if 

  he goes too far in ignoring a budget proviso that his 

  hand will get slapped in the future, and the Council 

  knows that if they go too far or try to legislate 

  through the budget, that the executive will blow them 

  off and undermine their authority.  So there is this 

  kind of uneasy truth, but it really ought to be
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      Next, the hearing examiner.  The hearing 

  examiner's office is very, very important just like 

  the auditor, just like the ombudsman, the hearing 

  examiner should be, the independent should be 

  preserved. 

      We had a county -- a hearing examiner that was 

  starting to issue decisions that were somewhat in 

  favor of the environment and neighborhoods in my 

  judgement.  And I started to see pressure exerted from 

  my colleagues at budget time and in reviews of that 

  person's work.  That's unacceptable. 

      The next is -- and I'm getting near the end here 

  -- and the reason I'm raising all these things is I 

  understand what this hearing is for.  This hearing is 

  for, you know, kind of casting out a net and coming up 

  with ideas.  And I don't abuse this privilege and I do 

  appreciate the privilege and would be happy to follow 

  through with letters or any other correspondence. 

      The last couple things is the quorum issue.  You 

  know, when I first got to the County Council on 

  occasion we would be conducting hearings without a 

  quorum.  And I'll never forget the first day, I looked 

  around and I said, Jeez, you know, it just so happens 

  that only a county councilmember can make a quorum
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  on an ordinance or a land use action with less than a 

  quorum as long as no councilmember calls a quorum. 

      Well, by custom the County Councilmembers didn't 

  call a quorum.  Well, I did.  And, of course, I was, 

  you know, kind of punished for a number of months, 

  but, you know, after a while nobody ever questioned 

  it.  If there wasn't a quorum, someone would look at 

  me.  They would know I would raise the issue, and then 

  suddenly the Chair would stop and say, Okay, we're 

  going to have a quorum. 

      Well, you know, I watch every now and then when I 

  have the energy, I'll watch the county's actions, and 

  I tell you they're conducting hearings without 

  quorums.  I wish there was one member on the Council 

  that would never allow a hearing to happen, a lawful 

  required hearing to happen, without a quorum.  And all 

  they have to do is raise their hand and say, I call a 

  quorum, but since no one is doing that, it ought to be 

  in the charter. 

      So too with executive sessions.  Executive 

  sessions should be taped, and a copy should be given 

  to the prosecuting attorney's office.  The first time 

  I was in an executive hearing, executive session that 

  strayed from the point and went into areas that it
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  was there I might add -- you know, I stood up.  I told 

  my chief of staff, I said, You go get the PI.  I'm 

  leaving, I'm getting the Times.  We're going to shut 

  it down. 

      And, you know, it took me a couple of months to 

  live that one down, but after a while no one ever did 

  it.  No one ever strayed from an executive session 

  when I was on the Council.  Not once.  But they knew 

  if it did, I'd blow the whistle on it. 

      Well, you don't have a guy that's willing to take 

  swings and arrows all the time.  So you have to have 

  it in the charter. 

      As to partisan and nonpartisan, you know, I played 

  a very controversial and pivotal role on an issue, and 

  I want to apologize to Councilmember North who in good 

  faith relied on me. 

      I was kind of a new councilmember, and I don't 

  think I quite understood that it was a commitment, but 

  she took it as a commitment that I would support a 

  nonpartisan County Council.  And, you know, it was 

  with all the right intentions, but as a rookie mistake 

  I started listening.  I made that commitment to 

  Councilmember North before I talked to lot of 

  people -- before the hearing -- and I had a true

Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07Derdowski, Brian



  change of heart. 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

      Unfortunately, it happened at the time where for 

  me to do what I thought was the moral thing in my 

  heart, it killed the -- that proposal.  It went down 

  in flames, and a couple of people that didn't really 

  deserve it, got embarrassed. 

      So Councilmember North, for what it's worth -- we 

  don't always have a chance to talk, but I want to tell 

  you that I'm sorry, that it wasn't intended, but I did 

  foul up your proposal.  I think I made the right 

  choice, though. 

      And the reason was, even though it was -- you 

  know, wise people can differ -- even though the timing 

  was awful, and I wish I had come to it earlier, but 

  the voters know so little about the people that they 

  vote for, that at least having the party affiliation 

  on a piece of paper tells that them some very 

  important things.  And in the absence of that, I think 

  you would basically have one party, and that would be 

  the developer party.  And you wouldn't necessarily 

  know if they were a member of the developer party or 

  not. 

      And so there it is.  Thank you very much for this 

  opportunity to address you, and thank you for the very 

  important work you're doing.
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                    MS NORTH:  Kirstin, I just -- Brian, 

  before you leave, you've given us a dazzling array of 

  things to go through here.  I am trying to take notes 

  as fast as I can, but I am sure our reporter will have 

  them all, and I'll be interested in seeing them. 

      One thing I want to say to you, your comments 

  about the prosecuting attorney, by state law we, as a 

  commission, cannot touch the office of the prosecuting 

  attorney or the judges.  That's out of our realm.  So 

  I just made a note of that, but we're not the avenue 

  for anything doing with the prosecuting attorney. 

                    MR. DERDOWSKI:  You know, 

  Councilmember, what I'm -- thank you very much.  One 

  thing you might consider doing, is you might ask the 

  staff, I guess to ask for a legal opinion from them, 

  you'll probably have to ask the AG's office, but the 

  issue as to what you can do with the PA's office is 

  one thing. 

      However, the issue of who represents the 

  departments in civil matters and how that 

  representation takes place, in other words, who calls 

  the shots as to appeal or not or what the strategy is. 

      That issue is clearly in my view and in the 

  legislative executive arena, and I think that that --
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  opinion from the AG's office as to whether a Charter 

  Review Commission can address the nature of the 

  representation and the direction given to the PA's 

  office from those departments. 

      It's a little different.  There may not be a way 

  to do that, but it doesn't seem logical to me -- it 

  just doesn't seem logical to me that you don't have 

  the ability to address how departments conduct their 

  and defend their legal actions. 

      And so that's a -- I know that's kind of a 

  policy-want sort of thing, but it really is important. 

  And it may be that the AG's office would identify in a 

  letter an area that could be a good place for some 

  legislation or a constitutional memo, because it just 

  doesn't make sense that the client can't direct his or 

  her attorney. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Allan? 

                    MR. MUNRO:  Yes.  This is just for 

  my own edification.  One of the speakers, Juli 

  Pettingill, mentioned an initiative, I25 is in 

  circulation.  What is it?  I don't know what it would 

  do, and I don't know whether it's directed at the 

  county level, or it's more broadly directed at 

  government.
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  upon by this policy.                                     

            And it would seem to be more fair, it would    

  seem to level the burden of tax across all the citizens  

  who have had impacts to salmon and to Puget Sound and    

  it's a much fairer approach.  Thank you.                 

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you very much.      

            Alan Dujenski.                                 

            ALAN DUJENSKI:  My name is Alan Dujenski and   

  I'm from Woodinville and I don't have anything profound  

  as a lot of the previous speakers had to say; but I had  

  one observation I just wanted to pass on to the          

  Commission in that my wife and I and the neighbors       

  would sit out on the porch at night and discuss the      

  politics and sit there and complain and have our cup of  

  coffee and maybe a cigar and this has gone on for years  

  and finally we decided we needed to do more, we needed   

  to get involved and we've started to try to understand   

  what's happening down in Olympia and what's happening    

  in King County.                                          

            Now, to be honest, we have had a lot of        

  disparaging remarks about King County Council:  "What    

  are those people thinking down there?"  And "Why are     

  they coming up with this?"  Well, recently I had a       

  chance to try to read through the charter.  And people  
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  see in this charter -- and I could be wrong -- but I     

  see an erosion of representation.  I hate to see the     

  King County sign change from when they had the little    

  castle because when I read through the charter that      

  represented to me that we had a king and a parliament    

  and not true representation of the people there.  And I  

  think that we need to go take a look at what changes     

  need to be made to where the councilmembers can have a   

  little bit more representation than just the Executive   

  himself.                                                 

            And one other issue, just to touch --  How     

  does this happen to all of us?  It's sort of like that   

  story of the frog in the water?  You've all heard the    

  thing, where if you take a frog, throw him in boiling    

  water, he jumps out.  If you take and put him in         

  lukewarm water and start heating it up slowly, what      

  happens is the frog gets cooked.  And that's what's      

  happening to us it seems, is that we're getting cooked   

  slowly as we let our rights -- no, not rights -- our     

  representation be eroded; and I think that we need to    

  all get involved.  My wife and I have been negligent in  

  not taking part, and we're trying to make up for that.   

            And in regards to an earlier comment about     

  the property being --  Well, 50 percent of my property  
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  last week and said the fields were getting a little      

  tall and I wish they would come out and cut them.        

            And honestly, I really would like to see the   

  changes in the charter that give the representatives a   

  little bit more control than the way it's set up.        

  Thank you.                                               

            (Applause)                                     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Dujenski.  

            Mr. Nixon.                                     

            And after Mr. Nixon is Peter, is it, Lamana?   

            TOBY NIXON:  Good afternoon -- or I guess      

  it's evening now.  Representative Lambert, Members of    

  the Commission, I appreciate this opportunity to         

  address you tonight.                                     

            I'm Toby Nixon, former State representative    

  for the 45th District and former ranking member on the   

  State Government Operations and Accountability           

  Committee in the State House.  And in that capacity I    

  did a lot of work on reforming our election laws after   

  the 2004 issues that we had.                             

            I'm sure you all remember that over the last   

  few years King County has had a number of challenges in  

  the administration of elections.  And after a few of     

  those incidents, the Executive appointed a panel of     
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            MS. MAEDA:  Okay.  Is there anyone else who 

      wishes to speak? 

            MS. DURBIN:  I would like to speak. 

            MS. MAEDA:  And your name? 

            MS. DURBIN:  My name is Jean Durbin.  I live 

      up by South Seattle Community College.  And I'm not 

      sure if this is the right forum.  But you guys can 

      direct me.  Just a little feedback on the elected 

      position for the sheriff's department.  I don't have 

      any problem with the election.  But I would like to 

      see a citizen's committee formed to oversee the 

      wrongdoings in the sheriff's department.  I think we 

      shouldn't leave it up to the internal department to 

      do the investigations.  I think that the citizens 

      have a right to investigate, whether there is 

      campaign donations for dancing or whatever, we may 

      be able to avoid these problems, and people will be 

      a little more above board. 

            I also had a question for the council.  And 

      that is, I know we currently have a nine member 

      council.  And I want to know how you see that 

      working.  And do you see any need to go back to a 

      thirteen member?  I know the citizens wanted to go 

      to nine because of costs.  And I was just wondering
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            MR. CONSTANTINE:  Thanks for being here.  I 

      opposed the reduction of the council from thirteen 

      to nine members for the reason it would simply be -- 

      we're a big county.  We're 1.8 million people.  It 

      would simply be a lot more difficult to get out to 

      each of the distinct neighborhoods we represent and 

      do a good job of providing that local connection. 

            It is much harder.  I have had all sorts of 

      neighborhoods with all sorts of needs to my 

      district.  And I just don't get to go to White 

      Center as often as I used to, or Vashon.  Now I'm 

      all over the place.  You know, that's-- it provides 

      the citizens with less direct contact with their 

      elected representatives.  Obviously you have to have 

      a balance between cost and other factors and that 

      need for direct representation or direct contact. 

            With regards to the internal workings of the 

      council, I would say it's working quite well.  With 

      nine of us, it's easier to make sure we're all 

      communicating.  And this goes to the partisanship 

      issue.  There are five Democrats and four 

      Republicans on the council.  And everybody who voted 

      for us knows that they voted for a Democrat or 

      Republican.  But that being said, we're able to work
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      which is why almost all of the legislation we pass 

      is ultimately passed unanimously.  And of that tiny 

      percentage that's not, only a small part of that is 

      actually voted on partisan lines as opposed to 

      geographic.  It's a very interesting dynamic.  It 

      doesn't mean we all believe in the same things.  It 

      means we're doing a lot of work internally in order 

      to get to a compromise. 

            So reducing the council has been good and bad. 

      The difference in cost is fairly inconsequential 

      relative to the $4.2 billion last year that's the 

      county budget.  Although given as the reason for the 

      reduction, it was not of particular benefit. 

            MS. DURBIN:  And I think what's brought me 

      here tonight is waste water and the merger of Metro 

      with King County. 

            Former metro employee, waste water division. 

      It was supposed to be a merger.  It's felt like a 

      hostile take over.  And we were-- had at one time 

      designed a logo that represented the county and 

      Metro to be one.  Later on we said, well, because of 

      the letterhead and everything, it was too costly for 

      the taxpayers to change the letterhead.  But we have 

      done it for Martin Luther.
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      my email, I found out we're no longer going to be 

      metrokc.gov.  We're going to be King County.  Metro 

      doesn't exist anymore.  And the waste water division 

      in my opinion and solid waste have become the cash 

      cow for the Tim Eyeman initiatives and taxes that 

      the county hasn't been able to collect. 

            And right off the top of our budget, we get 

      about 80 million-dollars for operating and 

      maintenance.  28 percent the council skims off the 

      top and puts in their general fund.  I don't think 

      it's right. 

            The employees -- the staffing has been cut 

      back at the plants.  Safety is an issue.  And I 

      would like to see in this charter where utilities 

      such as waste water and solid waste are protected 

      from politics.  And politics, one being Bright 

      Water.  We were all given an extra five dollars and 

      something charge on our wast water sewer bills, not 

      because of the employees not doing their job or 

      because we're wasting money.  It's because the 

      revenue that we're generating is going toward Bright 

      Water. 

            This Bright Water plant will do-- they said we 

      needed another regional waste water plant.  Not
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      Point does 110.  When we're in storm conditions, 

      we're putting out 440 MGD.  We have the Renton 

      treatment plant that has the capability of doing a 

      couple hundred million of sewage.  The problem is we 

      can treat the sewage.  We can't treat the storm 

      water. 

            And so by putting our dollars into waste water 

      plants, it's not the right way to go for the rate 

      payers.  The way to go is separation of sewers and 

      storm water.  And this one billion dollar project 

      for a 40 MGD plant will probably by the time they 

      get done probably be two billion.  And for 

      250 million dollars, there is an alternative of 

      treating this 40 MGD.  And for the two billion, we 

      could probably separate our sewer systems and be a 

      little more cost conscious of the rate payer.  But 

      they are not.  And it's politics that's driving it. 

            And just like Seattle City Light, you know, we 

      write our bills to Seattle City Light.  We write it 

      to the department of finance.  And the last time I 

      talked to an electrician a couple of years ago, they 

      were like a half a billion dollars in the red.  Why? 

      Because the council, the city council has taken over 

      that budget.  And I don't mind being under the
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      responsible to the rate payers, then we need to have 

      a plan to be responsible to the rate payers, and 

      keep politics out of it. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you very much. 

            Is there anybody else that would like to 

      speak? 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Just a real quick question. 

      Is there any way to get one of these meetings in 

      Boulevard Park?  Or are you guys scheduled for the 

      meetings that you have? 

            MS. MAEDA:  We are scheduled for one meeting 

      in each of the council districts.  I'm not real sure 

      whether we're going to go out back to the public 

      once we get further deliberation or not.  But this 

      is a perfect segue to go to Corrie Watterson on the 

      staff to go through the whole process that we'll be 

      undergoing over the next year or so for the 

      commission. 

            (Powerpoint presentation by Ms. Watterson.) 

            MS. MAEDA:  All right.  Now we're going to ask 

      if any of the commissioners have questions of any of 

      the citizens who made their comments. 

            MR. MUNRO:  I have one.  Claire, is that 

      right?  Claire Anderson?  Okay.  I'm sorry.  I
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  She spoke earlier. 

                    MS. PETTINGILL:  I don't know a 

  great deal about it, but there's signatures going 

  around to put it on the ballot. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Would you mind coming 

  up -- I'm so sorry -- just so everyone can hear you on 

  TV. 

                    MS. PETTINGILL:  There's Initiative 

  I25 that's going around collecting signatures.  I 

  believe they need to collect those signatures by the 

  22nd of this month to go on the ballot for elected 

  director. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  For what? 

                    THE PUBLIC:  Is it state?  Is it 

  county? 

                    THE PUBLIC:  What is I25? 

                    MS. PETTINGILL:  Elected election 

  director. 

                    MS. NORTH:  Just for King County. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  Okay. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you.  I saw a 

  gentleman in the back. 

                    MR. EARLY:  My name is Mark Early. 

  I live in Seattle, Washington.
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  other speakers, especially Mr. Derdowski, I will be as 

  brief as possible. 

      One idea I would just throw out, would be to 

  reduce the number of consultants that are members of 

  government teams that are advising or controlling 

  capital projects.  Say, pick a number greater than 

  five million dollars. 

      Oftentimes, it was kind of the point from talking 

  to specialists in this area of construction, that the 

  state department of transportation for the viaduct 

  project at 80 percent of the members of their team 

  looking for years on the project, working on the 

  project, were actually members of really the big three 

  consulting companies, Parsons Brinckerhoff and the 

  rest, who were really, you know, financially their 

  best interest was the most expensive possible project. 

      So 80 percent of the team working for the state, 

  looking at this, were consultants whose companies 

  would directly benefit by the most expensive project. 

      So perhaps something -- I don't know if it could 

  be in the charter, but some way of encouraging the 

  reduction of the use of consultants for certain size 

  capital projects. 

      The other thing that possibly touches on elections
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  initiatives using a secure server technology, perhaps 

  managed by the county.  There are all kinds of 

  technologies nowadays that really can ensure that one 

  -- the person who says -- who essentially goes online 

  and obligates themselves in some way really is who 

  they say they are.  Lots of different technology, 

  being that people make purchases -- there's tens of 

  thousands of dollars of purchases based on 

  secure-server technology. 

      I would think that if we want to have greater 

  access by the citizens to the election process, that 

  might be one thing to consider, because right now it's 

  really paid signature gatherers and only certain 

  groups that can afford paid signature gatherers.  And 

  usually those involve special interests who will fund 

  paid signature gatherers who seem to be able to 

  control or take over the initiative process.  I'd like 

  to be able to make it a little more democratic. 

      The other thing would be to have you, perhaps 

  consider looking at the -- something I saw probably 

  about eight months ago, there was a seminar at the 

  Evans' School of Government that was going over the 

  history of the, I think, it was called the vision for 

  Washington's future.  It was undertaken in the early
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  had occurred, but the more I learned about it, it was 

  just absolutely fascinating. 

      And it involved hundred of volunteers who went in 

  depth in looking at what perhaps should Washington's 

  future really look like.  And then that was expanded 

  to include tens of thousands of citizens who responded 

  to opinions, surveys that were published in local 

  papers. 

      There were lots of town hall meetings, and it was 

  really an astonishing, astonishing expression of real 

  civic responsibility and public input in a process. 

  And, unfortunately, it came at the tail end of Dan 

  Evans' last term in office.  And Governor Dixie Lee 

  Ray, since it had been started by Dan Evans, she 

  killed it.  Anyway... 

      But it was really an amazing thing.  And the Dan 

  Evans School of Government has a whole bunch of 

  information on that whole event and that whole 

  process.  You know, if you have a chance, it would be 

  great to take a look at how that process -- some -- 

  you might be able to glean some aspects of that 

  process that will be helpful. 

      Gosh, last but not least, two last things.  I 

  wasn't here -- a clear expression of perhaps a more
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      Metro is often seen by friends of mine who are 

  interested in issues around transportation, myself 

  included, as being a rather impenetrable fortress. 

  And they routinely make it extremely difficult to get 

  any kind of information that they think might possibly 

  have some impact on what they want to do or contrary 

  to what they would like to do. 

      So even though we have State Public Disclosure 

  laws -- I'm sorry.  It's State Public Document laws. 

  So, you know, we have certain state access or mandated 

  state access to public documents for citizens. 

  Oftentimes, the implementation of those are handled by 

  departments in such a way that really renders them 

  rather meaningless and impotent. 

      So I would say if there was a way in our charter 

  that we could expand and add to the existing 

  provisions that the state has, and make them even more 

  generous to allow citizens access to the information 

  that their departments generate, I think that would be 

  a great thing. 

      Lastly, I apologize for coming late.  So some of 

  these issues may have been covered by somebody else or 

  certainly someone may have mentioned a sunset law. 

      I would think that a way of reviewing county
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  provision would be -- would help encourage the average 

  citizens to believe that government is doing a very 

  difficult job.  They're trying to do it in a dedicated 

  fashion, and that -- but every once in a while someone 

  looks over the shoulder of these departments and 

  really does do a review.  They say, Have they already 

  accomplished most of their mission?  And should we 

  take those resources and those people and allow them 

  to work on other very pressing needs? 

      I think that would help people feel that their 

  government is more efficient, if there was some 

  mechanism for reviewing the advocacy and the 

  efficiency of departments within the county government 

  on a regular basis. 

      Thanks very much. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Allan? 

                    MR. MUNRO:  Should -- this is 

  addressed to the speaker. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Oh.  Mark, could you 

  come back? 

                    MR. MUNRO:  Provided it can be 

  constitutionally done, should we attempt to prohibit 

  the paying of solicitors to obtain signatures on 

  initiatives.
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  it's constitutional, I would be personally in favor of 

  that.  I would be personally in favor of that.  I 

  really don't think people should be paid to gather 

  signatures for a host of reasons. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  Can I ask him a 

  question? 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Sure.  Go for it. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  On that issue of pay, 

  have you thought about the possibility of limiting 

  solicitors -- paid or not, I'm not addressing that 

  issue -- to only soliciting for signatures in the 

  areas in which they are voters?  That is, not 

  importing gangs to come in and pay them to solicit, 

  and it's not even their own state. 

                    MR. EARLY:  I hadn't thought of that 

  issue.  I mean, I hadn't thought of that issue.  I am, 

  however, involved with a little group, Washington 

  Public Campaigns, working on clean election reform 

  similar to what's in Arizona and Maine.  And someone 

  in our group has actually looked at that aspect, and I 

  will definitely try to learn more abut it myself, and 

  then maybe submit a written comment to the Charter 

  Review Committee.
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.

Eggen, Chris Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07



  efficient, effective, and fair government for its 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

  residents.  Is it living up to these standards"? 

      So some questions to frame the discussion.  We're 

  going to get started in a few moments with public 

  testimony, but when you come up to the microphone, can 

  you just give us your name, what city or neighborhood 

  you're from, and your comments. 

      Kirstin, how long do you want the testimony to be? 

  About three minutes?  We'll be timing three minutes 

  and if you are not comfortable coming up to the mic, 

  you can also fill out the comment cards or you can 

  actually e-mail us, send your comments over the Web or 

  call me.  Okay?  Thanks. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Can Chris Eggen come to 

  the front? 

                    MR. EGGEN:  My name is Chris Eggen 

  and I live in Shoreline and I wanted to speak on two 

  issues quickly. 

      The first issue is elected versus appointed 

  officials.  I strongly belive that King County should 

  have an elected auditor.  The elections process has 

  become a very important and visible process in King 

  County, and it is something that the people should 

  have a direct say on.  So that's an opinion. 

      The second thing I would like to speak on is,

Eggen, Chris Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07



  campaign finance reform.  All of the campaigns in 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

  Washington that I've heard about, the cost is just 

  climbing year after year.  At some point, the average 

  person simply won't be eligible for most offices. 

  They won't have the time to raise money.  They won't 

  have the wherewithal to raise money and challenge an 

  incumbent, for example. 

      I strongly believe that the only thing more 

  expensive than reforming the finance system and having 

  public funding of elections is not doing so.  And I 

  strongly endorse that idea. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Next up is Elaine 

  Phelps. 

                    MS. PHELPS:  My name is Elaine 

  Phelps, and I live in Shoreline.  There are two issues 

  also that concern me.  One I've already raised, but I 

  wanted to bring it up here in public.  Many of you may 

  not know that there was an election in February for 

  the King Conservation District. 

      And something like one one-hundredth of one 

  percent of King County voters voted on it.  This is an 

  organization that is responsible for millions of 

  dollars of public money.  And no one knew about this. 

  We had a place to vote in Shoreline, and one in 

  Seattle, one in, I think, Enumclaw, and about three
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1     I do appreciate it.  What I would like to do before

2     we start to engage in a dialogue is to make sure we

3     get to the speakers, but I appreciate what you're

4     saying.

5           This is David Field.  And the next speaker

6     will be Warren Iverson.

7           MR. FIELD:  I'm glad to see you tonight.  We

8     had a solution for this.  But you wouldn't help me,

9     sir.  My name is Dave Fields.  I live in Hobart.

10     You previously heard Four Creeks' presentation on

11     their ideas.  And for the most part, I agree with

12     it.  And but I have got a couple of things that I

13     would like to see changed in it.

14           Number one, I would like to see the King

15     County budget office as an autonomous unit, not part

16     of the executive's dwell.  All too often, if they

17     want a particular social program in the urban

18     area -- the first time it was Guardian One was going

19     to disappear.  Well, we suddenly found some more

20     money somehow for Guardian One.  But all too often,

21     the budget is used as a toy to coerce what the

22     county executive wants out of the county council.

23           The second thing I would like to see with that

24     agency is that all budgets be zero based.  That

25     means you have to justify your expenditures.  You

Field, David



July 10, 2007

www.seadep.com (206)622-6661 * (800)657-1110 FAX: (206)622-6236
SEATTLE DEPOSITION REPORTERS

Page 24

1     have to actually go through and say, well, I have

2     got this many people, and I need this much money.

3     Well, you gave me 35,000 last year.  How about

4     60,000 this year?  That's not cost effective.  And

5     very often, if you have tried to read King County

6     budgets as I have.  Without a lawyer on one side and

7     an accountant on the other, you don't know what they

8     say anyhow.

9           That's my second suggestion.  My third is

10     about DDES, but I have got an idea.  King County

11     could do this if they would.  But I think that as a

12     charter item, it might get a little further credence

13     than we have been able to get it so far.  I would

14     like to see the revenues that pay for DDES positions

15     taken out of the general fund, not as fees that they

16     charge to the clientele.  Because what incentive do

17     you have to complete a project in a timely manner if

18     when you do so, you're cutting your own throat,

19     because you're not going to get enough in your

20     budget?

21           The other thing I would like to see happen is

22     a spin off of environmental services from

23     development, I would like to see development have a

24     flat fee schedule.  And sensible fees, darn it.  Not

25     $35,000 to put a house in.  Environmental services
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1     rightly belongs with surface water management.

2           Now, third, and this is a little bit --

3     because I'm getting that age too.  For 16 years, I

4     have had the honor of representing the Hobart area

5     to the greater Maple Valley area council.  And over

6     that time, I have seen family after family after

7     family move out because they can no longer afford to

8     live in King County.

9           These are retirement age people, people that

10     no longer have a salary.  They then find themselves

11     faced with the medical problems that we all have.

12     With the price of oil heat, which is horrendous this

13     last year -- the new electrical rates went up.  They

14     have got all kinds of problems.  And then comes the

15     tax bill.  And, oh, my lord, how am I going to pay

16     that and feed us and get my medicine and everything

17     else?  And they can't do it, a lot of them.  So they

18     pack up, they sell, they leave the homes they love,

19     the children they have raised, and the house they

20     thought they were going to retire in.

21           Well, without the state changing everything

22     we're probably not going to limit property taxes,

23     even though we would all like to, and we voted for

24     it.  But another suggestion, that persons 62 years

25     and older who have lived in their houses for ten
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1     years or more be granted immunity from all King

2     County generated taxes as far as property taxes go.

3     And that they must continue to live in the house

4     that they received the exemption on.  In other

5     words, they can't go to a more expensive house, but

6     the home that they have occupied for the last ten

7     years.  That seems fair to me.  They paid their

8     share.  They have gotten their kids through school.

9     But this isn't really affecting any of those taxes

10     either, because the school taxes aren't affected by

11     this.  Just the county generated taxes, not the fire

12     districts, not the schools, not the EMS, not the

13     library tax.  I would like to say the port tax, but

14     you can't do that either.  But just the generated

15     taxes from King County would make a big difference

16     whether these people stay in their homes or leave.

17           And that's all I have, thank you.

18           MR. JENSEN:  The next speaker is Mr. Iverson.

19     And the speaker after that is Richard Bonewitz.

20           MR. IVERSON:  My name is Warren Iverson.  And

21     I'm from Hobart area.  I'm also a founding member of

22     the greater Maple Valley area council and still on

23     the council.

24           We had a wonderful presentation last week.  I

25     think it was from Mr. Carpenter, the Four Creeks
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1     adjusting budgets.  I don't know where the right

2     answer lies in there.  So I guess it's a big

3     question.  What type of government do we need to

4     have in order to represent the rural areas?

5           MR. JENSEN:  Mr. Bonewitz, you were just up

6     here, so I'll see if there's anyone else.

7           MR. FIELD:  I first met Governor Lowry when I

8     was doing a little thing called Cedar County.  I

9     won't go down that trip more than once.  You

10     mentioned townships.  They would work.  The problem

11     is, the state legislator took them away.  The state

12     charter, the state constitution says we got to have

13     them.  It should have required a two thirds vote of

14     the people in order to do that.  It didn't.  And

15     then attorney general, said-- and so we don't have

16     them.  It would at least give us better

17     representation than we got now.

18           It allows for election level officers.

19     Certainly we don't have to go away from the county

20     sheriff's office that serves us so well.  That could

21     be the municipal constable.  It could be the same

22     general area as your UACs now occupy.  Those that

23     want it, let them do it.  Those that just don't give

24     a whoop, don't worry about them, because they are

25     not the ones that you are hearing from anyhow.
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1           But it would provide at least a step between

2     us and King County.  It also provides some funding

3     for what we do.  There are also within townships, at

4     least the way it was originally structured in

5     Washington state, some police powers.  You would

6     have to do it in conjunction with-- and you couldn't

7     violate like Growth Management Act, things like

8     that.  But it is doable if you can get the state

9     legislature to reinstate them.

10           But it is a viable way of doing it.  It's not

11     perfect.  But nothing is.  But it's a step.

12           MR. JENSEN:  Give Mr. Hammond a chance to

13     speak to that.

14           MR. HAMMOND:  Shy of the state legislature

15     giving us an additional county that breaks -- and I

16     appreciate the thoughtful response there -- that

17     breaks this county so that the population densities

18     are one county and some of the other places are not,

19     that's been dissected many ways.  The answer to your

20     question, Terry, is it takes at every level,

21     federal, state and local, it takes those in power

22     being willing to give up that power.  It just

23     doesn't happen.

24           I looked at the township thing.  It's just

25     another layer of government, but still the county
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Seattle Municipal Tower, 5:30pm-7:30pm 

 

 

The May 29, 2007 meeting of the King County Charter Review Commission was called to order 

by co-chair Lois North at 5:36 p.m. 

 

Commission members in attendance: 
Mike Lowry, Co-chair 

Lois North, Co-chair 

Trisha Bennett 

Juan Bocanegra 

Doreen Cato 

Jim English 

Dan Gandara 

Bryan Glynn 

Darcy Goodman 

John Groen 

Kirstin Haugen 

Tara Jo Heinecke 

Gregg Hirakawa 

John Jensen 

Terry Lavender 

Gary Long 

Sharon Maeda 

Allan Munro 

Mike Wilkins 

 

Absent: 

Sarah Rindlaub 

James Williams 

 

Staff: 

Mark Yango, Charter Review Coordinator 

Corrie Watterson Bryant, Project Manager, Charter Review Commission 

Charlotte Ohashi, Administrative Assistant, Charter Review Commission 
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Council and PAO Staff: 

Ross Baker, Chief of Staff, King County Council 

Rebecha Cusack, Legislative Lead Analyst, King County Council 

Mike Sinsky, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office 

Nick Wagner, Principal Legislative Analyst, King County Council 

 

Guests: 

Sonny Putter 

Bong StoDomingo 

Marissa Alegria 

Karen Goroski 

Tom Carpenter 

 

 
 

1. Opening Remarks and Introductions 

Lois North made introductory comments and asked for approval of minutes from the April 24, 

2007 meeting. The minutes were approved as distributed. 

 

Mike Sinsky reminded the commissioners that their communications are subject to the laws of 

the Public Disclosure Act (PDA), and that the response timeline to PDA’s is five (5) days. He 

stressed that it is imperative, if anyone receives a request regarding the PDA, that the staff be 

notified immediately. 

 
 

2. Guest Speakers 

Sonny Putter, representative of Suburban Cities Association (SCA), stated that the SCA 

represents 37 cities in regional policy and planning. Part of the Charter required the formation of 

specialized committees, and the SCA participates on the Regional Water Quality and Transit & 

Policy committees to review county policies and planning. In the past, the SCA has given 

testimony and comments to the CRC on different areas of concern. The SCA’s past 

recommendations included the following: 

 

1. Revising the charter process so that the recommendations of the commission must be 

submitted to the voters as drafted by the commission; 

2. Providing citizens with the right to amend the charter through the citizen initiative 

process; 

3. Separating the county regional budget from the local service budget; 

4. Changing council positions from partisan to non-partisan; and, 

5. Maintaining the regional committees of the council 

 

The SCA now has appointed a task force to focus on the areas of concern of its member cities. 

The task force may reaffirm previous recommendations, and will also consider new issues and 

positions. 

 

A lengthy question and discussion of Mr. Putter’s comments ensued. 
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Commissioner Jim English, of the Vashon/Maury Island Community Council, and Tom 

Carpenter, of the Four Creeks Unincorporated Area Council (UAC), presented their views to the 

CRC.  

 

Mr. English explained that the UACs, created in 1994 by county legislative action, represent six 

geographical areas and were formed to improve communication between county government and 

the residents of unincorporated King County. 

 

Some charter amendments that the Vashon/Maury Island Community Council would like to see 

are: 

 

1. Establishing an annual UAC forum sponsored the Executive, and attended by the 

Executive, key staff members and senior department staff. Establishing an additional 

yearly forum sponsored by the council;  

2. Establishing a requirement for a semiannual Executive-sponsored Operations Cabinet 

meeting; 

3. Directing each county agency to communicate, cooperate and fully integrate any and all 

overlapping regulatory, policy, and procedural processes with their county agency 

counterparts; 

4. Clearly delineating and defining the defined limits of citizen complaint process; 

5. Directing the county to act as an advocate on behalf of its ferry-served communities 

 

A lengthy question and discussion of Mr. English’s comments ensued, particularly focusing on: 

What a citizen’s complaint system would look like, support of the ferry-served communities, and 

unrepresented areas of unincorporated areas. 

 

The Greater Maple Valley UAC also submitted written comments. 

 

Tom Carpenter, representative of the Four Creeks UAC, presented his organization’s 

recommended amendments. He noted that the area represented by the county is mainly rural, and 

about 80% of it is land which has led to rural vs. urban land use issues. Because growth is 

inevitable, in the future the area will need to look at how to work cooperatively with urban areas 

to ensure a shared vision that will enhance livable and economically sound communities. 

 

The Four Creeks UAC’s recommendations are: 

 

1. Create a cross-functional empowered Department of Unincorporated and Rural Affairs; 

2. Create a comprehensive subarea planning process for unincorporated King County, such 

as is done in municipalities; 

1. Divide the county council into two houses, one based on population apportioning and the 

other based on land apportioning 

 

A discussion of Mr. Carpenter’s comments ensued with questions on the new council structure 

would work. 

 

3. Public Hearings 
Mark Yango presented the final public outreach meeting schedule and confirmed the attendance 

of the commissioners at each of the 9 meetings.  The first meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, June 
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9, 2007; the last meeting is on July 10, 2007. He also went over media efforts by staff to 

advertise the upcoming meetings and suggested a basic game plan for the meeting process. Some 

general discussion ensued. 

 

 

Next Meeting: Tuesday, June26, 2007 

 

Co-chair Lois North adjourned the meeting at 7:43 pm. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted by Charlotte Ohashi and Corrie Watterson 
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      multiple winners. 

            MR. NELSON:  So there's a slight difference. 

      But I don't like the idea of having the voters go 

      into the polls and not voting for their first 

      choice.  I want the power to be with the voters. 

      And the voters should be able to vote for whoever 

      they want, even if they know that person is probably 

      going to lose.  If they vote for their first choice, 

      who is likely to lose, then we go to their second 

      choice and do away with the wasting vote syndrome. 

      And the voters are allowed to express what they 

      want. 

            I do like instant voting.  Preference voting, 

      choice voting.  And I'll let the experts define the 

      difference.  Thank you. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you very much.  There is no 

      one else listed on here.  But, Liz, you wanted to 

      speak. 

            MS. GIBA:  I'm Liz Giba.  And I'm vice 

      president of the North Highline Unincorporated Area 

      Council.  And there have been a number of comments 

      made about the council this evening that I would 

      like to address.  First of all, there are many 

      people who have been on the council who subsequently
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      go on to their give their views on annexation.  All 

      of these discussions were about annexation.  Whether 

      the North Highline Unincorporated Area Council did 

      have a low turn out last election, there were no 

      protested seats. 

            We do our best to outreach the community.  We 

      are probably the only organization in the area that 

      is totally volunteer.  So we are thirteen people who 

      are working diligently to do the best to outreach. 

      We're there every other Thursday for the community 

      to come to talk to us, for Mr. Constantine to come 

      talk to us.  Mr. Constantine has done some good 

      things in terms of working with us, in terms of the 

      study that was done.  It was -- well, I think 

      well-orchestrated.  There were hundreds of people 

      that showed up for those meetings.  And the council 

      had followed through and is continuing to follow 

      through on the recommendation that was made as a 

      result of that. 

            So in terms of annexation, I think the council 

      has a right to talk about what it learned via that 

      study.  I would ask that rather than trying to shut 

      us up, that King County help us do more outreach 

      into our communities, particularly in communities
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      issue in terms of language issues.  We have people 

      who are economically deprived, people who are 

      working two and three jobs to try to support their 

      families.  It takes a lot of money to do that 

      outreach, and we could really use your help. 

            In regard to one thing that I agree with 

      Claire on, and I'm not in support of paid signature 

      gatherers.  I have been to too many stores and 

      talked to too many people who have no idea what they 

      are gathering signatures for.  It is cutting funding 

      for our government.  It is cutting funding from our 

      neighbors.  So I would I certainly hope that you do 

      everything you can to make that go away. 

            And in regards to the sheriff, I like the 

      ability to vote for our sheriff.  If there is a 

      public safety problem, I want to be able to vote 

      whoever is in charge and not dealing with it out.  I 

      don't think that appointing the sheriff has any sort 

      of relationship to having problems with that office 

      necessarily.  I think if you read the Times 

      yesterday, you know that might be true. 

            Thank you very much. 

            MS. MAEDA:  The young man there, would you 

      state your name and your neighborhood?
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            MS. GIBA:  We agree. 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  It could be that they have 

      experienced it now and maybe think, you know, they 

      can choose again.  I don't know.  I don't know much 

      about it. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Any other comments on the elected 

      or appointed sheriff? 

            MS. GIBA:  I'm wondering how it came about in 

      the first place, the issue, why we're discussing it 

      again.  How did that happen?  Is it possible you 

      might make that recommendation? 

            MS. MAEDA:  It's not that we're going to be 

      making the recommendation.  It has been brought up 

      at some of the other public hearings in the other 

      districts. 

            MS. GIBA:  Citizens have come to these 

      meetings and-- 

            MS. MAEDA:  We have not put any issues on 

      agenda. 

            MS. GIBA:  The reason I'm bringing up it up, 

      it's, to me, different from other issues, different 

      than the original charters or different from issues 

      that have been amended by charter.  This is one in 

      particular that was done by initiative and the

Giba, Liz



      citizens voted on and wanted.  To me, it's a 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

      different type of issue.  And it also -- we have got 

      an initiative 25.  So that's coming up.  And it 

      sounds like that's going to go on the ballot.  Is 

      that something that ten years from now that the 

      charter review would then look at again and have a 

      different opinion than what the voters have?  And 

      I'm just questioning would it not be more 

      appropriate if elected officials brought those 

      issues forward, and they have the power to do that 

      rather than the commission? 

            MR. CONSTANTINE:  The difference between our 

      charter commission and some others, is we are not 

      elected.  So our conclusions are not put to the 

      voters because of that.  Other counties have elected 

      charter commission, charter review commissioners. 

      And I believe-- so there is a difference. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Claire, I see your hand, but I am 

      going to ask if there's anyone else who has not 

      spoken who wants to say something?  Any 

      commissioners who have questions of any of the 

      citizens who made comments?  And of course, 

      Mr. Councilmember, you can ask questions too. 

            MR. CONSTANTINE:  I just want to say I'm 

      particularly fascinated by the civics part of this.
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The May 29, 2007 meeting of the King County Charter Review Commission was called to order 

by co-chair Lois North at 5:36 p.m. 

 

Commission members in attendance: 
Mike Lowry, Co-chair 

Lois North, Co-chair 

Trisha Bennett 

Juan Bocanegra 

Doreen Cato 

Jim English 

Dan Gandara 

Bryan Glynn 

Darcy Goodman 

John Groen 

Kirstin Haugen 

Tara Jo Heinecke 

Gregg Hirakawa 

John Jensen 

Terry Lavender 

Gary Long 

Sharon Maeda 
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Absent: 

Sarah Rindlaub 

James Williams 

 

Staff: 

Mark Yango, Charter Review Coordinator 
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Charlotte Ohashi, Administrative Assistant, Charter Review Commission 
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Council and PAO Staff: 

Ross Baker, Chief of Staff, King County Council 

Rebecha Cusack, Legislative Lead Analyst, King County Council 

Mike Sinsky, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office 

Nick Wagner, Principal Legislative Analyst, King County Council 

 

Guests: 

Sonny Putter 

Bong StoDomingo 

Marissa Alegria 

Karen Goroski 

Tom Carpenter 

 

 
 

1. Opening Remarks and Introductions 

Lois North made introductory comments and asked for approval of minutes from the April 24, 

2007 meeting. The minutes were approved as distributed. 

 

Mike Sinsky reminded the commissioners that their communications are subject to the laws of 

the Public Disclosure Act (PDA), and that the response timeline to PDA’s is five (5) days. He 

stressed that it is imperative, if anyone receives a request regarding the PDA, that the staff be 

notified immediately. 

 
 

2. Guest Speakers 

Sonny Putter, representative of Suburban Cities Association (SCA), stated that the SCA 

represents 37 cities in regional policy and planning. Part of the Charter required the formation of 

specialized committees, and the SCA participates on the Regional Water Quality and Transit & 

Policy committees to review county policies and planning. In the past, the SCA has given 

testimony and comments to the CRC on different areas of concern. The SCA’s past 

recommendations included the following: 

 

1. Revising the charter process so that the recommendations of the commission must be 

submitted to the voters as drafted by the commission; 

2. Providing citizens with the right to amend the charter through the citizen initiative 

process; 

3. Separating the county regional budget from the local service budget; 

4. Changing council positions from partisan to non-partisan; and, 

5. Maintaining the regional committees of the council 

 

The SCA now has appointed a task force to focus on the areas of concern of its member cities. 

The task force may reaffirm previous recommendations, and will also consider new issues and 

positions. 

 

A lengthy question and discussion of Mr. Putter’s comments ensued. 
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Commissioner Jim English, of the Vashon/Maury Island Community Council, and Tom 

Carpenter, of the Four Creeks Unincorporated Area Council (UAC), presented their views to the 

CRC.  

 

Mr. English explained that the UACs, created in 1994 by county legislative action, represent six 

geographical areas and were formed to improve communication between county government and 

the residents of unincorporated King County. 

 

Some charter amendments that the Vashon/Maury Island Community Council would like to see 

are: 

 

1. Establishing an annual UAC forum sponsored the Executive, and attended by the 

Executive, key staff members and senior department staff. Establishing an additional 

yearly forum sponsored by the council;  

2. Establishing a requirement for a semiannual Executive-sponsored Operations Cabinet 

meeting; 

3. Directing each county agency to communicate, cooperate and fully integrate any and all 

overlapping regulatory, policy, and procedural processes with their county agency 

counterparts; 

4. Clearly delineating and defining the defined limits of citizen complaint process; 

5. Directing the county to act as an advocate on behalf of its ferry-served communities 

 

A lengthy question and discussion of Mr. English’s comments ensued, particularly focusing on: 

What a citizen’s complaint system would look like, support of the ferry-served communities, and 

unrepresented areas of unincorporated areas. 

 

The Greater Maple Valley UAC also submitted written comments. 

 

Tom Carpenter, representative of the Four Creeks UAC, presented his organization’s 

recommended amendments. He noted that the area represented by the county is mainly rural, and 

about 80% of it is land which has led to rural vs. urban land use issues. Because growth is 

inevitable, in the future the area will need to look at how to work cooperatively with urban areas 

to ensure a shared vision that will enhance livable and economically sound communities. 

 

The Four Creeks UAC’s recommendations are: 

 

1. Create a cross-functional empowered Department of Unincorporated and Rural Affairs; 

2. Create a comprehensive subarea planning process for unincorporated King County, such 

as is done in municipalities; 

1. Divide the county council into two houses, one based on population apportioning and the 

other based on land apportioning 

 

A discussion of Mr. Carpenter’s comments ensued with questions on the new council structure 

would work. 

 

3. Public Hearings 
Mark Yango presented the final public outreach meeting schedule and confirmed the attendance 

of the commissioners at each of the 9 meetings.  The first meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, June 
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9, 2007; the last meeting is on July 10, 2007. He also went over media efforts by staff to 

advertise the upcoming meetings and suggested a basic game plan for the meeting process. Some 

general discussion ensued. 

 

 

Next Meeting: Tuesday, June26, 2007 

 

Co-chair Lois North adjourned the meeting at 7:43 pm. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted by Charlotte Ohashi and Corrie Watterson 
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From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Tuesday, September 04, 2007 2:37 PM
To: Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: RE: King County Charter Amendment 25 Issues

From: Exec.Sims@metrokc.gov 
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2007 9:44 AM
To: Talavera, Francisca; Yango, Mark
Subject: FW: King County Charter Amendment 25 Issues

FYI. 
 
Fran:  This is from Virginia Gunby, a well known name in King County.  You may wish to share this with Jim &
Caroline too.
 
Thanks

From: VGunby@aol.com [mailto:VGunby@aol.com] 
Sent: Friday, August 24, 2007 10:46 PM
To: kervin@seattletimes.com; opinion@ Seattle Times
Subject: King County Charter Amendment 25 Issues

Dear Mr. Ervin and Times Editors,
As one of the original 15 elected King County Freeholders that helped to write the King County Charter in 1967/8, I
would favor the Director of Election continue to be appointed, under the County Executive as part of the
administration of Metro King County, rather than fragment the governance promoted by I-25. 
 
Unless more background information is given by the Press on the reasons why King County, the most populous urban
county is the state, has a Home Rule Charter, I am not sure that the county voters by November will understand the
difference between Home Rule Chartered counties, and the traditional rural 3 County Commissioner-run, plus bevy of
independent elected officials, that are set up under state law. 
 
I support an alternative Charter Amendment to I-25 be placed on November 2007 ballot by the County Council that
would require qualifications be written into the King County Code for any new Director of Elections (DOE). In case the
voters pass Initiative 25, the Council should also postpone the election of the DOE until the 2008 Primary and General
Election, rather than February, 2008, as Initiative 25 now specifies.
 
I am concerned that a the possibility of electing a new  county Director of Elections, in February 2008, just before a
major  Presidential Election in 2008 could result in many change-over problems for the administration of the county's
elections.  This would be due  to the short time to make changes and train new staff/personnel and manage the
overall reorganization while administering  the work of the 2008 first large countywide all-mail ballot in King County.
 
It was the goal of the 1967/8 King County Freeholders, who were elected to write the county Charter  to reduce the
independently elected county officials and reduce the fragmentation, separate budgets and separate "fiefdoms". The
change was approved by the county voters in 1968 to unify the administration of the county and make the county
more responsive and more accountability to the voters through promoting the democratic principles of checks and
balances, including oversight of the Executive Branch by the Legislative Branch(Council) and a Council Auditor to
assist in the Council in its oversight of the Executive branch. Home Rule counties allowed under our state
Constitution, Article 11, promote a modern urban Metro King County with more independence from state legislative
dictates. The Freeholders found that this was best accomplished through an Executive elected at large and Council,
elected by districts to reflect the variety of communities and interests, with qualified administrators, that are appointed
rather than elected.
Yours truly,
Virginia Gunby, Former Elected King County Freeholder
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1     line together.  And the charter of this county is an

2     important backbone to that activity.  So please,

3     along with all the other things, keep in mind that

4     we got to get rid of the divisiveness.  And also

5     recognize this is an 80-20 split.  Somehow or other,

6     we have got to get the voice of the people who are

7     in the unincorporated areas.  They are the stewards

8     and custodians of the land.  They are the ones that

9     have done this stuff out here.  But the development

10     is really causing the trauma among the people that

11     live here.  Somehow or others we have got to do this

12     development in a lot more sensitive manner.  And the

13     only way to do it is get this divisiveness dialogue

14     out of the process.

15           MR. JENSEN:  Mr. Steve Hammond.

16           MR. HAMMOND:  Thank you very much for this

17     opportunity.  And I would like to say that much of

18     what I feel was included in the previous testimony.

19     So there's no sense in going back over that again.

20     The nature of the charter -- and by the way, one of

21     the previous reviews is where we got the

22     unincorporated area councils.  They have no teeth.

23     The council still has the final say.  But they were

24     attempting to try to address that.

25           A major part of what is happening in the
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1     charter -- and I appreciate the conciliatory nature.

2     But a previous speaker was making reference to the

3     Boston Tea Party.  It was the same feeling of being

4     governed by someone who does not live among you that

5     caused those feelings.  And that's what has been so

6     contentious since the Growth Management Act.

7           And now if you're not aware with the recent

8     Supreme Court decision, McFarland versus King

9     County, the whole right of referendum and initiative

10     was eviscerated.  Growth Management Act has become

11     the 2000 pound elephant in the room.  If someone

12     claims something is Growth Management now, it is no

13     longer subject to the voice of the people.  That

14     ruling has basically escalated the contentiousness

15     and frustration.

16           The King County government essentially has the

17     same ability to rule in the urban area and the rural

18     area in criminal justice.  There's not a lot of

19     difference in deciding if someone is breaking the

20     law, how they should be dealt with, whether they;

21     should be punished, etc.  That sort of thing is not

22     an urban versus rural.  Unfortunately most of what

23     county government was originally intended for was to

24     govern those who were not inside any other kind of

25     jurisdiction.  It was meant to be the most local
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1     government for unincorporated areas.

2           In King County, we obviously have a situation

3     where thanks to Reagan Dunn moving outside into the

4     rural areas just recently, we now at least have one

5     person who lives in the unincorporated area.  Be

6     that as it may, before that point, what I did two

7     years ago in the campaign was to draw a line from

8     Woodinville to Federal Way lives and realize all

9     nine council members lived west of that line, none

10     of them in unincorporated areas.

11           So we are being governed by those who do not

12     live among us, don't represent us.  And I have often

13     said we are being treated as if we are the county's

14     free zoo so that people in the urban areas can feel

15     good about saving the environment and can drive out

16     here and look at our animals for free.

17           And that's sort of the feeling we get as the

18     rules and regulations come down.  I will also tell

19     you that I spent an awful lot of time with clients

20     who are in trouble with DDES.  And DDES is not

21     always following their own rules.  DDES, Department

22     of Developmental Environmental Services.  And it's a

23     mouthful to say, DDES.

24           So but let me give you two examples.  One of

25     the most egregious, I have three clients right now
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1     who had a building damaged either by wind, fire or

2     water.  When I was on the council, it was the last

3     major comp plan review and the critical areas

4     ordinance all coming down in the same year.  Very

5     contentious year.

6           We were promised on camera under testimony

7     that DDES would allow buildings to be rebuilt.

8     Today, however, I want to promise you that no one is

9     being allowed to have a building rebuilt after it's

10     damaged by wind, fire, or water, unless they can

11     meet all the new and current codes.  That's contrary

12     to what we were promised.  Very rarely does any

13     building that's damaged in that way still meet the

14     current codes.  The person is being told, of course

15     you can rebuild.  You can't rebuild what you had in

16     the location you had it.

17           I could give another example.  And that

18     example would be code enforcement, which a number of

19     code enforcement officers have alleged things to

20     clients, citizens, which when I showed up on the

21     scene and said, excuse me, I don't think that's the

22     law, can you show me that, turned out to be it

23     wasn't the law.  These kinds of things make for a

24     feeling of bad police.  Now, DDES is not police, but

25     many people say code enforcement in a law
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1     enforcement kind of role.  It comes across very

2     egregiously when you find out the person you have

3     been trying to cooperate with isn't giving you the

4     straight skinny.

5           Several other examples could be given.  As

6     long as a situation exists where the legislation is

7     being made by those who neither are impacted

8     personally by the laws they pass nor have to stand

9     for election by voters who themselves are impacted

10     by the laws they pass, where is the incentive for

11     them to hear us?  I don't vote for Larry Phillips.

12     I don't vote for Dow Constantine.  You know, go down

13     the list.  I have one council representative I vote

14     for.  The rest of them pass the laws with impunity.

15     And many of them govern entirely -- are you hearing

16     me? -- entirely urban districts with no

17     unincorporated area.

18           Dow Constantine has some on Vashon.  Kathy

19     Lambert has the largest portion of unincorporated

20     area.  That leaves six of them that regulate only

21     incorporated area.  County government is meant to be

22     a local thing.  If you live in a city, and your

23     plumbing breaks down, you don't say, I need to call

24     my councilman.

25           Legally, I understand we have been told one
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1     person, one vote.  And we have had a very difficult

2     time dealing with how do you get one person, one

3     vote and still give the unincorporated areas their

4     say.  But I want to tell you, our problem is not

5     sewage.  Our problem is somewhat waste water,

6     because the regulations are coming down on us by

7     folks who essentially aren't-- I mean, I wish I

8     could just go story after story.  Look at the

9     farmers who were told they had to put in concrete

10     bunkers because they needed to protect the ground

11     water.  Concrete is porous.  Whose's expense?

12     Yours, cost of doing business.  They put them in.

13     Two years later, the soil was tested.  Seepage is

14     still there.  It's coming through concrete.  They

15     said you you're going to have to tear them out.  At

16     whose expense?  Yours, cost of doing business.

17     People who didn't know what they were doing are

18     passing regulations.  These things escalate.

19           When I was a councilmember in district nine, I

20     had two people living side by side, one of whom who

21     voluntarily got in the Ag Commission program for

22     development rights, giving those away.  Right next

23     door, the person decided not to do so.  And the next

24     year the council down zoned them, and they lost

25     their rights anyway.  One got paid and one didn't.
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1           These kinds of things have-- there has to be

2     more voice from here.  And it can't just be

3     testimony that is largely ignored.  It has to be

4     that we sense we're being heard, listened to.  And

5     it's land use that rises to the top.  I attended an

6     Ag Commission meeting recently where they are

7     considering restricting the size of the house.

8     Where in the world did you get there?

9           So all of these things pressuring on us really

10     boil down to land use, fees, zoning regulations,

11     land use regulations, ag rules, all of those kinds

12     of things.  But they are being passed by those who

13     don't live among us, aren't affected by the rules,

14     and aren't elected by the people who live by the

15     rules.

16           MR. JENSEN:  Next is Kathy Myers, and after

17     Kathy will be David Field.

18           MS. MYERS:  I live in the rural

19     unincorporated section of Maple Valley.  Kind of

20     amusing, how can county government serve you better?

21     How can King County government simultaneously meet

22     the needs of urban and rural residents?  It can't.

23     When you have a government where the vast majority

24     of people are totally unaccountable to the rural

25     residents on issues that affect only rural

Hammond, Steve



July 10, 2007

www.seadep.com (206)622-6661 * (800)657-1110 FAX: (206)622-6236
SEATTLE DEPOSITION REPORTERS

Page 47

1           But it would provide at least a step between

2     us and King County.  It also provides some funding

3     for what we do.  There are also within townships, at

4     least the way it was originally structured in

5     Washington state, some police powers.  You would

6     have to do it in conjunction with-- and you couldn't

7     violate like Growth Management Act, things like

8     that.  But it is doable if you can get the state

9     legislature to reinstate them.

10           But it is a viable way of doing it.  It's not

11     perfect.  But nothing is.  But it's a step.

12           MR. JENSEN:  Give Mr. Hammond a chance to

13     speak to that.

14           MR. HAMMOND:  Shy of the state legislature

15     giving us an additional county that breaks -- and I

16     appreciate the thoughtful response there -- that

17     breaks this county so that the population densities

18     are one county and some of the other places are not,

19     that's been dissected many ways.  The answer to your

20     question, Terry, is it takes at every level,

21     federal, state and local, it takes those in power

22     being willing to give up that power.  It just

23     doesn't happen.

24           I looked at the township thing.  It's just

25     another layer of government, but still the county
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1     council calling the shots.  The only thing we can do

2     at this point is to encourage more unincorporated

3     area councils.  And they don't have the final say.

4     The King County council still has the final say.

5     But the more of those we have, the better chance we

6     have until someone voluntarily says, look, I have

7     been king too long.  I have decided I don't want to

8     be king anymore.  It's no pun on the county.  It's

9     just a statement.

10           MR. CARPENTER:  The thing I want to make sure

11     as you ponder this discussion, remember that there

12     is sort of change in the world solutions.  You get

13     the fed and state and everybody lined up.  We're

14     talking about a ten-year period right now.  So to

15     give you another thought, it could be as simple as

16     requiring the chair of the growth management and

17     natural resources committee to come from a rural

18     area.  Maybe what has to happen, we make a shift

19     into some of these internal things.

20           We have talked -- when we did the presentation

21     to you guys in May.  Maybe what's really needed for

22     this evolution is to think more in terms of how the

23     county functions and take a look at making some

24     adjustments internally.

25           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you very much,
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1     election is at large which means there's some

2     accountability there.

3           Mr. Chairman, I don't know if you want to hear

4     whether anybody thinks that's a crazy idea or not.

5           MR. HAMMOND:  I would love to speak to that.

6     That actually exacerbates that problem.  What you

7     have is higher density populations having a greater

8     voice.

9           MR. LOWRY:  That could really be the thing.

10           MR. JENSEN:  We have got one gentleman who

11     hasn't spoken.  I'll ask you to come up to the

12     microphone.

13           MR. MCGURK:  My name is Ed McGurk.  I live out

14     near Hobart.  This question is for the gentleman

15     near Maple Valley.  How come those houses are so

16     close?  You can't get a fireman in the backyard.

17     You're going to need firemen back there.

18           And another question is, who gets the money if

19     a developer comes in here, and our street, he adds

20     seven houses, but he got the county to pave the

21     road?  On 169, when they put those housing tracts

22     in, those roads were all built.  My taxes paid for

23     some of them.  How much did the developer pay to

24     have those roads built?  And this is for the young

25     lady back there.
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1           MR. JENSEN:  What I'm going to do,

2     Mr. McGurk -- I appreciate it.  I don't want to have

3     anybody in the audience put on the spot.

4           MR. MCGURK:  I'm not putting them--

5           MR. JENSEN:  I think it is.

6           MR. MCGURK:  I went and bought some corn the

7     other day.  It was local.  It tasted good.  Couple

8     days later, I bought some more.  It didn't taste

9     good.  It was from California.  And same with the

10     fruit.  That fruit doesn't taste right, because it

11     comes from Mexico.  And I know a lot of you people

12     don't think much of President Bush.  He's the

13     greatest Republican president we have had.  If you

14     don't believe me, look at the national debt.  You

15     don't think that money went to the Democrats, do

16     you?

17           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you very much.  Mr. Munro

18     has a comment.

19           MR. MUNRO:  I wanted to ask Anthony Hemstad

20     the city manager of Maple Valley.  Is the reason

21     that you don't annex the doughnut hole that the

22     current owners want to sell it and make the profit

23     for development?  Because you could annex it, I

24     assume, and then you could zone it the way you want,

25     and maybe for a minimal increase in density, but not
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1     two thousand structures.

2           MR. HEMSTAD:  No.  The doughnut hole is

3     really an anomaly.  The owner is King County, King

4     County Department of Transportation.  And it's

5     rural.  We can't do any annexation zoning.  We can't

6     annex it, because it's outside of the urban growth

7     boundaries.  And that's also why it's such an

8     eyebrow raiser that they are talking about two

9     thousand homes.

10           If it was zoned urban -- Maple Valley needs

11     many things.  We have already met our twenty, twenty

12     growth targets.  We aren't looking for a 30 percent

13     add in our population.  But I'm-- I know this

14     discussion isn't about Maple Valley zoning, so I'm

15     happy to stick around afterwards.

16           MR. JENSEN:  First I'm going to--

17           MR. HEMSTAD:  In the urban area, the lowest

18     zoning you can do is four per acre.

19           MR. JENSEN:  So I want to ask if there's any

20     other questions from the commissioners.  Any other

21     thoughts from the audience?

22           MR. HAMMOND:  It was really a mess up on my

23     part during my testimony.  I should have said

24     recommendations.  This is all about recommendations.

25     More unincorporated area councils.  And get the DDES
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1     fees out of the fee process into the standard

2     budget.  They were moved out because it was an

3     experiment.  I will say to you it was a failure.

4     Let's get that off the back of the landowner who is

5     continually burdened by the fact that they-- I don't

6     need to go on.  That's the recommendation.

7           MR. JENSEN:  There's a gentleman in the back I

8     don't think has spoken yet.

9           MR. HADDORN:  My name is Peter Haddorn.  And I

10     just wanted to briefly talk, because I know our time

11     is short.  A lot of residents in this area, we have

12     come together and we have created a web site,

13     started a public petition so that everyone can make

14     one collective voice heard and let the county know

15     how dissatisfied and how upset a lot of residents

16     are with the potential development of the doughnut

17     hole area.  The web site is

18     www.maplevalleydoughnuthole.org.  And there's a lot

19     of information on there.  And we have meetings every

20     Saturday in the public library, if anyone is

21     interested.  They start at 10 a.m. in the morning.

22     And we are a public group.  And we want to get

23     people's input of how we could get together with the

24     county and get the citizens involved as well.

25           MR. JENSEN:  I am going to put somebody on the
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            The second component of that is that we-- 

      that's okay.  The other issue I guess I will offer 

      is that in terms of the elected sheriff's position, 

      I think inherently, we are on-- I was involved in 

      the Republican party back ten years ago, and that 

      was a Republican originated idea.  I think it was a 

      bad idea.  And I think that elected law enforcement 

      officers is not what-- not in the best interest.  It 

      puts money ahead of the position and the integrity 

      of the position.  And I think we need to consider 

      that.  I think we should go back to the appointed 

      position. 

            And I guess that's about it.  Thank you for 

      the opportunity to speak. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you, Mark.  Jean Durbin.  Do 

      you wish to speak? 

            MS. DURBIN:  Not at this time. 

            MS. MAEDA:  All right.  Jackie Dupree.  She 

      left.  Okay.  G. Hodgson?  Okay.  Bruce Scotler? 

      Okay.  Tanya Aguilla.  You say no?  She left also. 

      Claire Hanson? 

            MS. HANSON:  My name is Claire Hanson.  I live 

      at 12414 Military Road South.I'd like to echo a 

      little bit about what Mark said.  If this is the
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      most attendant meeting, I find it questionable that 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

      with this low of a turn out that these few people 

      that are here, no matter how wonderful and dedicated 

      that we are, that we could claim to represent 

      thousands and thousands of people. 

            I would also like to vote that the citizen 

      participation initiative does not give them any role 

      in government.  On the King County web sites, they 

      are listed as government for the unincorporated 

      area.  I find it ludicrous if they only had like 

      around 40 votes this past year, and since thirteen 

      of them are on the council, that puts the people 

      that had a voice outside of people on the council 

      was about 20 to 30 people to represent the 35,000 

      people.  I really want King County to remove all 

      suggestions that the unincorporated council is a 

      government body.  They are a voice for the people. 

      And I have no problem with that.  But to claim a 

      government body is against the initiative.  And it's 

      an insult to the larger number of people who did not 

      share their feelings on the annexation issue. 

            I would also like to voice an opinion on the 

      notification for this meeting.  I have been an 

      active participant since 1997.  I have been in 

      parades for five years.  I have a web site.  People
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      in King County know who I am.  There is no reason I 1 
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      should not have been notified of this meeting 

      outside of one e-mail that I just happened to get. 

      So I would suggest that King County could improve 

      their methods of contacting active people so that 

      the active people are fairly represented instead of 

      selectively represented. 

            As far as the paid signature gatherers, I am 

      one hundred percent against that.  I was approached 

      by ACORN about three to four years ago.  A lady 

      walked into my driveway, talked me into going out 

      with her.  Wonderful lady from Hawaii.  She's just 

      absolutely fantastic person.  But I went out and 

      cried all my tears about all the negative stuff, all 

      the stuff that volunteers run into.  And over the 

      next several month period, I was highly pressured to 

      join ACORN so that they could get their money.  I 

      finally conceded based on the fact that they were 

      going to represent Boulevard Park regarding the 

      annexation issue. 

            Over the next several months, I saw several 

      people get involved with ACORN.  And every single 

      one of them outside of one person, they were used 

      and abused.  They had to walk the streets in the 

      rain.  I picked them up off the street.  I took them
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      to restaurants.  I dried them off.  I listened to 1 
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      them complain about the forced work, hours that they 

      were not paid overtime for, that they had to get 

      quota signatures not for anything related to 

      Boulevard Park.  It was being used to benefit 

      national issues for ACORN. 

            So I am highly against getting paid for 

      signatures when volunteers like myself spend 

      thousands and thousands of dollars of our own money 

      to benefit our community, our time away from our 

      family, our health.  I have lost three friends to 

      death because of the stress of volunteering. 

            So I really am avidly against paid signatures. 

      It is not fair to the people who volunteer free and 

      give up their lives for their community to have 

      somebody get paid under wage to collect signatures. 

      It's just not right. 

            I think the basic thing that I most concerned 

      about -- excuse me.  I have been up since three this 

      morning.  I'm exhausted.  My mother's dying.  That's 

      the tears.  But I beg King County to please start 

      listening to the people of Boulevard Park.  This is 

      ludicrous that there's not a meeting being held in 

      Boulevard Park.  I am asked all the time when I am 

      in the grocery store, when are you going to hold
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      family and my community. 

            And I don't know why King County is not coming 

      into Boulevard Park.  It's a beautiful place.  And I 

      would just ask that we get some more representation. 

      Sorry for the tears.  Thank you for your time. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you.  According to this sign 

      in sheet, there is no one else that signed up to 

      speak. 

            MR. NELSON:  All right.  I signed up. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Okay.  You were Good Space Guy 

      Nelson. 

            If you would please go to the microphone. 

            MR. NELSON:  Good Space Guy Nelson.  My name 

      is Good Space Guy Nelson.  I'm one of the candidates 

      for county council.  I live at 10219 Ninth Avenue 

      South.  And I'm unhappy with the arrangement of the 

      elections.  We have districts.  And so I'm forced to 

      run against a person I don't want to run against. 

            So I'm forced to run against Dow Constantine. 

      This will be the third time I have run against him. 

      I don't want to run against him.  But the system 

      forces me to run or not be a candidate.  Now, there 

      are several districts where there is no opposition. 

      So I'm thinking I can guess who's going to be the
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      standards. 

            MR. CONSTANTINE:  That does not necessarily 

      tie to the number of representatives you have.  That 

      is a different issue.  That could be accomplished 

      with nine members, could be accomplished with fewer. 

      It depends on the quality of the members who are 

      elected. 

            MR. NELSON:  If one of the members is a 

      failure, can the other eight cover for him? 

            MR. CONSTANTINE:  Yes. 

            MR. NELSON:  So eight could cover or twelve 

      could cover? 

            MR. CONSTANTINE:  You could carry a little bit 

      of dead weight. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Can we quote you on that? 

            MR. CONSTANTINE:  No. 

            MS. MAEDA:  All right.  Claire. 

            MS. HANSON:  I meant to put this question out 

      to the entire commission.  Believe me, I spent my 

      entire life believing in the right of the people to 

      vote and elect their choice.  But I have heard in 

      the comments that have been made tonight, it's like 

      doing it by vote you have got the people that have 

      the money to do the advertising, which could totally
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      acknowledged by the voter populace, because in 

      effect, that vote is bought.  I don't see that 

      different between having it appointed by people who 

      were elected that they could also be bought.  Or 

      they might know better.  So I would like to hear 

      from people on the commission as to-- I don't find 

      this a very defining reason, the arguments I have 

      heard tonight.  Not arguments.  But the wording that 

      I have heard tonight. 

            I have been very disillusioned in the past two 

      years with the way our government is run, so I have 

      lost a lot of confidence in our voting system, 

      because that is bought and purchased in a lot of 

      ways.  And so on the one hand, that's an outright up 

      front kind of thing for the people to make their own 

      mistake.  The other way, they have got elected 

      officials that could have gotten in there the same 

      way. 

            Is there any defining thing to be said here as 

      to the validity of either argument? 

            MR. LONG:  I will say my observation of not 

      just this county, but other counties, the more 

      elected officials you have, the less internal 

      accountability.  The more elected officials, like
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 9

      have-- let's go through that. 1 

            MS. CATO:  The three questions, starting with 2 

      the first, major regional issues need to be 3 

      addressed.  We spoke about a few.  And we have had 4 

      some people actually come to our commission meeting 5 

      and share their thoughts, especially Suburban Cities 6 

      Association. 7 

            So what we really do want to hear are some 8 

      other issues that you might not think would fall in 9 

      the purview of the charter review, but you never 10 

      know. 11 

            Are there any that we should consider? 12 

            MR. HARPER:  Does transportation fall within? 13 

            MS. CATO:  Yes, it does. 14 

            MR. HARPER:  I drive to work every day.  So in 15 

      my mind, my impression is most of the dollars that 16 

      we spend in regional transportation get spent on 17 

      public transportation and mass transportation. 18 

      Although I think that the majority would be over 19 

      fifty percent, it's my opinion in driving to work 20 

      every day that significantly less than 50 percent of 21 

      the people use public transportation.  Maybe two or 22 

      three percent.  So it doesn't make any sense to me 23 

      to continue to spend a major amount of our dollars 24 

      on mass transportation when it's obviously not very25 
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      accepted by the public.  People don't necessarily 1 

      want to use it, at least based on their actions. 2 

            So I would like to see some rational process 3 

      that-- where we spend the dollars in proportion to 4 

      supporting the people who are using the public 5 

      highways and transportation.  Doesn't mean you 6 

      shouldn't have public of mass transportation, but 7 

      let's spend the dollars in a relative way. 8 

            MR. PUTTER:  I have to put the mic down.  My 9 

      name is Sonny Putter.  I'm a councilmember for the 10 

      City of Newcastle.  And I serve on behalf of 11 

      Suburban Cities Association as the chair of the task 12 

      force providing input from all 37 member cities of 13 

      suburban cities to the commission.  So I'm pleased 14 

      to be able to hear what the citizens are saying. 15 

            I want to emphasize that Suburban Cities is 16 

      not yet in a position to be able to provide you with 17 

      the views of our membership.  We will at the next 18 

      meeting.  We hope by the 20th to be able to get 19 

      direction from our chief policy making body.  The 20 

      public issues committee, and ultimately the board, 21 

      ratifies that. 22 

            So any comments I have are purely my own, not 23 

      those of the city of Newcastle.  With that, I would 24 

      like to share a little bit about the regional25 
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            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Susan.  Thank  

  you for all the constructive comments.                   

            Sir.                                           

            JIM DAVIE:  My name is Jim Davie.  I'm just    

  going to follow up with Susan's comments a little bit    

  and respond to the request for services issue that was   

  brought up.                                              

            I think in my own mind I would make a          

  distinction between request for services and just a      

  general understanding of the differences between the     

  majority of the population within the county and the     

  rural county members.                                    

            I think that the comment about the county      

  leaning over backwards to listen to the rural county     

  members is extremely important, and I would make that    

  distinction because our lives are very different now.    

  In my personal case, that's not quite true.  I've been   

  around enough at the meetings.  I'm a professional and   

  work in the City of Seattle, but I think that that's     

  maybe an important distinction for the council to make.  

  Thank you.                                               

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Davie.     

            Please, sir.                                   

            KEN HEARING:  Good evening.  I'm Ken Hearing, 

Hearing, Ken
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  like to echo what the fellow mayor said about the        

  representation of the rural area.                        

            I would like to focus a little bit different.  

  I believe less than 20 percent of the population in      

  King County live in unincorporated, so they're           

  substantially underrepresented by only -- for the most   

  part two of our councilmembers.                          

            Prior to the reduction in the number of        

  councilmembers, I think that the ratio was about         

  120,000 to one.  It's now 160,000.                       

            193,000.  Kathy Lambert is representing        

  193,000, and I don't know what the number is in          

  unincorporated.  But it's a lot of people.  We are       

  really underrepresented in that respect.                 

            People living in North Bend, people living in  

  the unincorporated area around North Bend quite often    

  call me for help as their mayor.  They don't recognize   

  that I'm not really their mayor, but I do try to help    

  them.  But it is a sign that there's a big need out      

  there for some sort of additional representation of      

  some sort.                                               

            I don't know what the answer is, but --        

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Mr. Munro.                

            COMMISSIONER MUNRO:  Well, what was           
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  originally built into this charter back forty years      1 
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  ago, if I understand correctly, was that the             

  unincorporated areas would be represented by             

  unincorporated area councils.  Now I'm shown a map that  

  was presented to us in one of the earlier hearings and   

  I see that very large areas of the county do not have    

  organized unincorporated area councils.  They do not     

  seem to be working.  And I'm hearing from some of the    

  council persons, present company excepted, that they     

  would prefer not to go to those meetings.                

            For one thing, the council's downsized;        

  they're complaining that they need to go to 130          

  meetings a month and they can't get any real work done   

  while they're sitting there.  But I'm also getting the   

  vibes from them that they're not hearing anything from   

  these people that helps.                                 

            So I'm hearing from you folks that the areas   

  that need local services are not getting it and are      

  maybe being overcharged for it, but I'm also seeing      

  that nobody is organizing to get their voice going when  

  there is something already in the charter that would     

  permit that.                                             

            What is the answer?  What are we not doing     

  that we could do?                                        

            KEN HEARING:  I don't know.  I'm not certain  
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  motivate people to volunteer for the situations because  

  that's what it's going to take.                          

            It's interesting that I've heard comments      

  about the partisan, nonpartisan race, trying to get      

  people to come out and compete.  Why don't people        

  volunteer to run for offices?                            

            In the upper valley we have I believe it's     

  eight or nine positions open between North Bend and      

  Snoqualmie, and none of them were contested.  Is it      

  apathy or just content?  It might be a combination of    

  both.                                                    

            UNIDENTIFIED:  We're just doing that good of   

  a job, Ken.                                              

            KEN HEARING:  But I don't know.  How do we     

  motivate people, period?  Most of the time people do     

  not come out to volunteer for things unless they're      

  unhappy about something and then they can see there's a  

  way they can make a difference, to help.  Other than     

  that, I don't know how to motivate them.                 

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Ken.           

            Councilmember Lambert --                       

            Go ahead, Governor Lowry.                      

            COMMISSIONER LOWRY:  Mr. Mayor and Mr.         

  Hearing, thank you.  You're almost volunteers for --    
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            KEN HEARING:  I'm more of a volunteer than --  

            (Laughter)                                     

            KEN HEARING:  I get paid less.                 

            COMMISSIONER LOWRY:  One of the problems       

  we're all grappling with is the need for services in     

  the unincorporated area and what's the revenue base pay  

  for those needed services; and cities have some          

  revenues available an unincorporated area does not       

  have, not that you have enough.  But I'm not saying      

  that.                                                    

            But I just always have trouble -- and I'm      

  just asking this question -- figuring out how we get --  

  See, I think it's elected representatives that get this  

  responsiveness to the citizenry, whether that's city     

  councils or county councils or whatever it is.           

            And so I don't know what the feelings are      

  about annexations so that -- and on both the cities and  

  the unincorporated areas and what the feelings are on    

  annexations, which would change a little bit that        

  dynamic.  It certainly would have directly elected       

  representation within the cities, and there would be a   

  potential of revenue bases because utility tax and a     

  couple things that aren't available in the               

  unincorporated.  You know all of this better than I do  
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            So can we be making some major changes in      

  annexation, or is that just an idea that doesn't work?   

            KEN HEARING:  Annexations work as long as the  

  cost/benefit ratio is there.  If it's going to be a      

  drain on the city services, the city won't do it.        

            COMMISSIONER LOWRY:  Right.                    

            KEN HEARING:  North Bend is actively pursuing  

  some annexation, but we've got some other issues to      

  deal with that take precedence.                          

            I'm sorry.  You said something earlier that I  

  was going to make a comment about.  I forgot what it     

  was.  I think you've hit on part of it.                  

            It was mentioned earlier by I think Mr. Nixon  

  that the --                                              

            Oh, it was by Councilmember Lambert.  That     

  the services, the cost/benefit of the services to the    

  unincorporated areas is a drain on the county.  There    

  was a movement a couple years ago to secede from the     

  county and the county said, "No, we can't let you go;    

  you couldn't afford to be on your own."  That just       

  didn't make any sense to me.  So just --                 

            I didn't mean to make a joke of that.          

            COMMISSIONER LOWRY:  No.                       

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Councilmember Lambert?   
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               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you. 

          Miriam Helgeland.  Did I say that right? 

               MIRIAM HELGELAND:  Yes. 

          I'm Miriam -- Miriam Helgeland.  I live on the West 

     Hill. 

               THE COURT REPORTER:  I'm sorry; I can't hear at 

     all. 

               MIRIAM HELGELAND:  Did you turn it off?  Is it on 

     now? 

          Miriam Helgeland, I live on the West Hill in Council 

     District No. 7.  I was a member of the charter review 

     commission in 1987, and I know that you are going through a 

     lot of deliberations.  I also know that the county council 

     accepts very few of the review commissions' recommendations, 

     and sometimes they make amendments of their own. 

          I'd like to see some way of requiring that the 

     recommendations go directly to the ballot.  The initiative 

     process, which was a priority for the 1997 commission, and 

     which became a reality through the court, could perhaps fill 

     that need so that the public could change the charter 

     amendments. 

          Past commissions have considered changing county 

     elections to nonpartisan.  In fact, the 1997 commission 

     recommended that we should, and I quote, "allow the voters
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     King County Executive, council, and assessor should be 

     partisan or not partisan." 

          I recommend that again and hope.  I would go -- if you 

     want to go further, of course, you could recommend they 

     actually be nonpartisan.  This would make it easier for the 

     city councilpersons to work with the county because they are 

     non -- city council people are elected nonpartisan.  And I 

     hope you don't do anything drastic with the regional 

     committees which involve the cities because we really want 

     to have a regional governor. 

          I would also prefer that the office of the County 

     Elections Director remain an appointed position.  That 

     office requires someone with expertise in orchestrating all 

     the activities involved in an election.  If -- if we elect 

     people to make policy, not manage a department, that person, 

     of course, should not be affiliated with a political party. 

          That concludes what I was going to say, but I'm glad 

     that Bob brought up the -- let's see -- brought up the 

     public financing for campaigns.  There's a group called the 

     Clean Elections that's pushing that, and they have done it 

     in Maine and Arizona and apparently are very happy with it 

     and apparently does not cost a whole lot for each taxpayer. 

          I also agree with instant runoff elections, and I would 

     like to see it also on a nonpartisan basis, of course,
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     from the primaries on one party, and there weren't very many 

     votes for that person because they happen to be in a 

     district which was all one party, and that person is still 

     up there in the primary -- in the general election. 

          The people -- not very many people vote in the 

     primaries, so that's why I would like instant runoff to have 

     everybody voting on the issue. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you, Miriam. 

          Do the commissioners have questions?  Terry? 

               COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  You talked about the 

     regional committees, and in the charter, the regional 

     committees have 12 members, six of whom are county 

     councilmembers.  And now -- and there's three regional 

     committees.  So now that there are only nine county 

     councilmembers, it becomes very difficult for them to 

     fulfill that role and all of their others, so I guess -- I'm 

     not -- 

               MIRIAM HELGELAND:  What have -- what have they 

     done so far? 

               COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  Well, somebody who 

     actually does it would have to answer, but it seems to me 

     like that's -- that means that they'd have to be on at least 

     two, and sometimes three regional committees. 

               MIRIAM HELGELAND:  Well, I'm not sure that the

Helgeland, Miriam



     council couldn't tackle that -- tackle that problem, maybe 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

     having fewer councilmembers on the committee, which would 

     put them in maybe not as good a position. 

          I went to several of the regional committee meetings 

     when they first started, and the council was over -- 

     overpowering the city people considerably.  I might say that 

     at that very first meeting, the council sat up at their 

     eye-level thing, and the -- they put the city people down 

     below.  This was not good, based on that, but also they did 

     not have chairmen.  Some of those committees were not even 

     city people.  I think that has changed too.  In other words 

     they've come around. 

          But when we have the mayor speak to our group, 

     sometimes some of them are quite adamant about the fact that 

     it's hard to get along with the county.  It shouldn't be. 

     So I definitely don't want the regional committees 

     obliterated but fixed somewhat. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you, Miriam. 

          Any other commissioners have questions at this time? 

                    (No response.) 

                     Okay.  Goodspaceguy Nelson. 

               GOODSPACEGUY NELSON:  I want to -- I want to thank 

     the members of the council of this charter review commission 

     for volunteering their time.  I consider this to be quite 

     important, and so this is why I'm here for the third time.
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1     commissioned a report by an independent outfit about

2     what was going on.

3           MR. JENSEN:  I'll ask you to wrap it up if you

4     would.

5           MR. OLSON:  What they found out is there's a

6     total lack of communication and leadership in the

7     King County library system.  And after hearing all

8     that, and finding out all the things that were going

9     on, what the board did, they rehired the director

10     for another year, another term.

11           There's no way that we as people in all these

12     different parts of the county can have that decision

13     reviewed.  That position should be either elected or

14     there should be a process put in place where we can

15     bring to the county a recall process where they

16     review the actions of these boards like this rather

17     than have them be elected for life.

18           MR. JENSEN:  The next speaker is Mr. Anthony

19     Hempstead.

20           MR. HEMSTAD:  Thank you.  We appreciate you

21     coming down to Black Diamond tonight.  I'm Anthony

22     Hemstad.  I'm the city manager of the city of

23     Maple Valley.  But tonight I'm hear to speak as an

24     individual, not as a city manager.

25           I would like to recognize Linda Johnson, who's
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1     in the audience tonight.  Linda is a councilwoman

2     from Maple Valley.

3           Commissioners, you have heard a variety of

4     opinions and statements here tonight.  I generally--

5     one major theme has run through that.  And that's

6     the impact of the Growth Management Act on this part

7     of the county.  And obviously, with the King County

8     Charter, land use is not a central issue in the King

9     County Charter.  But in this part of the county,

10     that's really where the county government interfaces

11     with citizens.  And it truly is a central

12     importance.

13           A couple of speakers did mention how GMA is

14     relatively recent.  About 17 years old.  But it's

15     impacting us in every conceivable way.  Earlier

16     speakers mentioned, not in necessarily a positive

17     light, the development that's taken place in Maple

18     Valley.  Really that's the density that we see

19     dictated by GMA.  And there really isn't a choice to

20     have less density unless it's in large apartment

21     buildings.

22           But one thing that we very much would like to

23     see is an agreement which we think is absolutely

24     basic.  And in some cases is so basic, it shouldn't

25     even have to go into a charter or an ordinance or
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1     elsewhere, but now-- if there are to be changes in

2     the urban growth boundary, if the urban growth

3     boundary is going to be expanded, that should be

4     agreed.  It should not just happen to an area, but

5     it should happen in dialogue and in conjunction with

6     the wishes of that area.

7           Several speakers have mentioned an area

8     called -- in this part of the county, we call it the

9     doughnut hole.  And it's kind of a case in point of

10     frankly, we think, bad governance.  A picture tells

11     a story here.  The square area here, that's

12     unincorporated King County.  It's smack in the

13     middle of the city of Maple Valley.  And it's an

14     unincorporated rural island, which as several

15     speakers have mentioned, King County is thinking of

16     using its land use control for putting up to two

17     thousand dwelling units in, two thousand.

18           And that's-- one speaker mentioned that might

19     be R8.  That's actually R12.  And that's in rural

20     land, land that today is zoned so you can put one

21     home per twenty acres.  So to go from eight housing

22     units to two thousand without agreement -- and the

23     city of Maple Valley is completely against this.

24     And the discussion is not over just who gets the

25     fees.  We think it's bad land use planning.
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1           But while this is a unique situation of the

2     doughnut hole, we believe it's the only rural island

3     in the entirety of Washington state.  There are many

4     islands that are out there, urban islands, that

5     haven't been incorporated.  Also areas next to

6     cities that the land use could be changed from rural

7     to urban.  And clearly for good planning, it seems

8     like there should be agreement between entities of

9     when those lines should be changed and what sort of

10     densities should go within there.

11           But thank you for your time.  We appreciate

12     you coming out here tonight.

13           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you.

14           Mark, I'm going to put you on the spot before

15     I have Mr. Bonewitz speak.  Can we run ten minutes

16     late?

17           Mr. Bonewitz, I'm going to give you seven

18     minutes.

19           MR. BONEWITZ:  Good evening, I want to thank

20     the four of the 21 of you who found the time to come

21     tonight.  That's very much appreciated.

22           Do I need a microphone?  All right.  I want to

23     ask you how many of you drove down 169 through Maple

24     Valley tonight?  I am really just looking for the

25     county and the commission and the county employees.
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1     two thousand structures.

2           MR. HEMSTAD:  No.  The doughnut hole is

3     really an anomaly.  The owner is King County, King

4     County Department of Transportation.  And it's

5     rural.  We can't do any annexation zoning.  We can't

6     annex it, because it's outside of the urban growth

7     boundaries.  And that's also why it's such an

8     eyebrow raiser that they are talking about two

9     thousand homes.

10           If it was zoned urban -- Maple Valley needs

11     many things.  We have already met our twenty, twenty

12     growth targets.  We aren't looking for a 30 percent

13     add in our population.  But I'm-- I know this

14     discussion isn't about Maple Valley zoning, so I'm

15     happy to stick around afterwards.

16           MR. JENSEN:  First I'm going to--

17           MR. HEMSTAD:  In the urban area, the lowest

18     zoning you can do is four per acre.

19           MR. JENSEN:  So I want to ask if there's any

20     other questions from the commissioners.  Any other

21     thoughts from the audience?

22           MR. HAMMOND:  It was really a mess up on my

23     part during my testimony.  I should have said

24     recommendations.  This is all about recommendations.

25     More unincorporated area councils.  And get the DDES
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1     years or more be granted immunity from all King

2     County generated taxes as far as property taxes go.

3     And that they must continue to live in the house

4     that they received the exemption on.  In other

5     words, they can't go to a more expensive house, but

6     the home that they have occupied for the last ten

7     years.  That seems fair to me.  They paid their

8     share.  They have gotten their kids through school.

9     But this isn't really affecting any of those taxes

10     either, because the school taxes aren't affected by

11     this.  Just the county generated taxes, not the fire

12     districts, not the schools, not the EMS, not the

13     library tax.  I would like to say the port tax, but

14     you can't do that either.  But just the generated

15     taxes from King County would make a big difference

16     whether these people stay in their homes or leave.

17           And that's all I have, thank you.

18           MR. JENSEN:  The next speaker is Mr. Iverson.

19     And the speaker after that is Richard Bonewitz.

20           MR. IVERSON:  My name is Warren Iverson.  And

21     I'm from Hobart area.  I'm also a founding member of

22     the greater Maple Valley area council and still on

23     the council.

24           We had a wonderful presentation last week.  I

25     think it was from Mr. Carpenter, the Four Creeks

Iverson, Warren



July 10, 2007

www.seadep.com (206)622-6661 * (800)657-1110 FAX: (206)622-6236
SEATTLE DEPOSITION REPORTERS

Page 27

1     council.  And basically, I would support anything,

2     any proposal he comes up with.  You folks have an

3     awesome responsibility, a challenge beyond what I

4     can foresee.  Whether you can do it or not, do you

5     have the political wherewithal, the guts to do this

6     thing, the ability to do this thing beyond politics.

7     As I see the main focus-- well, Dave alluded earlier

8     to Cedar County.  The three things that came up out

9     of that was lack of representation.  Have we heard

10     that tonight?  High taxes.  Have you heard that

11     tonight?  And help me out-- oh, the over protection

12     of services whether it's a $35,000 house permit.  In

13     Black Diamond here, I believe in the next five

14     years, they want to build ten thousand houses in the

15     city of black diamond.  The city of Maple Valley

16     wants to build another two thousand, plus another

17     two thousand in the doughnut hole.

18           In the rural area, Mr. Bonewitz may allude to

19     this, less than one percent growth, one percent, not

20     fifteen thousand homes, three hundred homes, one

21     home.  There's been a mention about a 1900 square

22     foot code size for a building in the rural area.

23     Why?  There's been mention by Mr. Sims, executive

24     Sims of having a building permit for a home in the

25     rural area in September have to address the global
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1     warming issue, and you're driving from your house to

2     your work place, how that's going to affect global

3     warming in the rural area.  One percenters, not in

4     the city of Maple Valley, not in the city of Black

5     Diamond, not Renton, not Seattle, the one

6     percenters.  Why?

7           I believe the easiest change but the most

8     difficult change is to reapportion the county with

9     nine council districts.  Take six of them divided by

10     land, and take the other three at large districts.

11     Divide the county north to south in three different

12     districts, and one across the center from east to

13     west.  Six districts, three at large would make a

14     county council of nine, but the representation we're

15     lacking now would be there for the rural area, I

16     believe.

17           Thanks again for your time.  I hope you're up

18     to the challenge.

19           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Iverson.

20           The next speaker is Pat Trob and after Pat

21     will be Cory Olson.

22           MS. TRAUB:  Thank you for letting me speak.

23     I'm from Enumclaw.  I work on a farm.  I just got--

24     the vet was there.  My neighbors are out haying.

25     They are milking cows.  And they are taking care of
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Monday, February 19, 2007 9:55 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 9:54:53 PM, on Monday, February 19, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: F. John

last: Jeannot

email: fjohnjeannot@msn.com

textarea: I would support instant runoff voting (IRV) as a more accurate way of 
identifying the will of the people.
We need to move beyond the current two party system and IRV will facilitate this growth.
thanks
John

checkbox: checkbox

_________________________________________
User IP Address:71.37.12.198
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows 98; Win 9x 4.90; MSN 
9.0;MSN 9.1; MSNbQ002; MSNmen-us; MSNcIA)
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          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Actually, we can 

  integrate him as a part of the overall comments as 

  they're being made this evening.  So when the 

  councilmember comes back in, we of course would like to 

  hear from him if he has comments. 

          Until then why don't we get started with the 

  folks who have signed up and are here and would like to 

  make comments starting with H. David Kaplan. 

  Mr. Kaplan, please join us up front. 

          How about a round of applause for your 

  neighbor. 

          (Applause) 

          All right.  Go ahead, Mr. Kaplan. 

          H. DAVID KAPLAN:  First of all, how much time 

  do I have? 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Fifteen minutes. 

          H. DAVID KAPLAN:  My name is H. David Kaplan. 

  I'm from Federal Way.  My issue tonight is the lack of 

  oversight of the King County Library System.  For the 

  last three years residents throughout the county have 

  been attempting to get the King County Library Board 

  and the executive director to respond to public 

  inquiries about budgeting, financing, staffing, and a 

  myriad of other problems.  We have been stonewalled by
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  come at all.  Then they come late and leave early, and 

  one member of the Board has been absent for more than a 

  year and has not been replaced. 

          Finally there was such a human cry that the 

  Board agreed to a survey of the public.  Well, the 

  survey results came in damning the Board and the 

  executive director for many things, and there has been 

  no change whatsoever. 

          My issue, really, is the fact, and I was 

  thinking since July 4th was so recently, we're being 

  taxed without representation.  The library board is a 

  taxing entity, and yet when you go to them, you have no 

  representation.  They have no oversight.  They're 

  accountable to nobody. 

          So what we would like to have is a charter 

  revision that says that the King County Library Board 

  shall report to the County Council for accountability 

  in finances, in construction, in personnel policies. 

  They still have the right to do taxes because the 

  people vote on whether or not they want taxes.  But 

  there has to be some way that the public has recourse 

  to a nonfunctioning, nonresponsive public agency that 

  is taxing us.  It is just illogical.  And I think 

  Margaret Nelson following me will have a lot more to
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          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Thank you.  That was 

  very helpful.  Thank you very much, sir. 

          Next we'd like to hear from James Burrows. 

  Mr. Burrows, are you here? 

          JAMES BURROWS:  That's me. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  A round of applause for 

  Mr. Burrows. 

          (Applause) 

          JAMES BURROWS:  Thank you. 

          I'm Jim Burrows, and I took the horrible trip 

  down I-5 from Burien, and what I'm trying to push here 

  is IRV.  Does anybody know what IRV is?  Hold your hand 

  up. 

          CITIZEN:  I do. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Is that a drug? 

          JAMES BURROWS:  No.  It's Instant Runoff 

  Voting, is what it is, and it's also called RC, Rank 

  Choice Voting, and what it does is it gets rid of the 

  primary.  In other words, you don't have to spend a 

  million dollars, I guess probably King County spends 

  even more than that, on the primary.  Essentially 

  everyone that wants to vote gets to rank their choices. 

  In other words, everyone that wants a position on the 

  County Council or whatever gets on the ballot, and then
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          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Did you guys follow what 

  she was saying?  I think it's a very good point.  We've 

  seen correspondence from some of the Council members in 

  that respect. 

          Yes. 

          JAMES BURROWS:  I think you could just identify 

  them.  They could say R or D, but you don't have to say 

  I'm a Democrat to vote.  That's the problem. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  I see what he's saying. 

          Yes ma'am.  Would you go over there because we 

  want you to be on the record so we know what you said. 

  Please give your name. 

          MARGARET LOOS:  My name is Margaret Loos. 

          I agree that it does tell you something about 

  where a person's, what their ideology is when you know 

  the party, and a primary is a nominating election.  So 

  it's not that you can't vote.  I mean, you vote.  We 

  don't register by party.  You can vote a different 

  party every primary if you want. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Thank you. 

          Any other input? 

          Yes, sir. 

          H. DAVID KAPLAN:  My name is H. David Kaplan. 

          But I really want the Commission to concentrate
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  enormous amount of money, a Board that's unresponsive, 

  an Executive Director who, well, I don't know how to 

  characterize him other than he totally says the public 

  be damned, in so many words, and this is really 

  terribly frustrating. 

          I don't know if you're aware of what we had to 

  go through in Federal Way about our library 

  construction.  Suddenly the Library Board said, well, 

  we're just going to move it over to the Transit Center. 

  There was no public discussion, and we forced the issue 

  and we managed to get 93 people speaking at four public 

  meetings and nearly 700 names on a petition. 

          UNKNOWN SPEAKER:  879. 

          H. DAVID KAPLAN:  Oh, I thought it was 700. 

          879 names on a petition to keep the library 

  where it was, and in April of last year the Library 

  Board said, okay, we're not going to move it to the 

  Transit Center. 

          I specifically asked the Executive Director at 

  the June meeting, okay, you said you wouldn't move it 

  to the Transit Center, but you didn't say you're going 

  to rebuild it at its current location which is what we 

  voted for. 

          And he said, okay, we will rebuild it at the
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          There should never have been a reason for the 

  public or me to have to go through this with an elected 

  official or an appointed official with accountability. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Certainly one of the 

  issues we flagged.  The King County Public Library 

  System needs some scrutiny, and we're definitely going 

  to bring that to the Commission's attention. 

          H. DAVID KAPLAN:  Thank you. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Other comments?  We 

  always like to be within an hour.  It's 7:25.  I feel 

  like I'm giving you like six minutes of your life back. 

          On behalf of the Commission, Governor Lowry, 

  Ms. North, and Executive Sims, we want to thank you for 

  making the time to join us this evening.  Again, thank 

  you to the Federal Way Senior Center for hosting us 

  tonight.  Round of applause for them. 

          (Applause) 

          And look forward to seeing our report at some 

  point next year. 

          Thank you very much. 

                     (The meeting adjourned at 7:25 p.m.) 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@kingcounty.gov
Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2007 2:59 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 2:59:17 PM, on Wednesday, October 10, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Kathryn

last: Keller

streetAddress: 1821 27th Ave

city: Seattle

state: WA

zip: 98122

email: ktkeller@earthlink.net

phone: 

suggestions: Implement ranked choice voting or IRV. 

(Oops I'm unhappy there are no minutes from the Central area meeting.  Also, alot of PDFs 
have lost their links!)

why: Hi:

I definitely think IRV will save us money and also work really well for King County 
elections.  Most folks are independent, party membership is not declared on our voter 
registration cards, so primaries are just plain painful.  I will note that I have been a 
proud registered Democrat for the 20 years I lived in places where one registered a party 
affiliation, and I still consider myself a Democrat.  IRV also allows us to end up with 
elected officials who are at least "acceptable" to the vast majority.

Thanks!

_________________________________________
User IP Address:24.18.113.88
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows NT 5.1; SV1; .NET CLR 
1.1.4322; .NET CLR 1.0.3705; .NET CLR 2.0.50727)
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From: jackkelley29@comcast.net
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2007 8:38 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: Suggested Change to Charter
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed
Attachments: Charter Review Change

Page 1 of 1

9/27/2007

Please refer to the suggested change to the Charter regarding Unincorporated Area Council protocol.
  
Thank you, 
Jack Kelley 
Fall City Resident 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2007 8:32 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: Charter Review Change

Page 1 of 1

9/27/2007

I respectfully suggest the following change be made to the Charter: 
  
Establish written protocol (like RCWs) for the formation onf Unincorporated 
Area Councils (UACs). 
  
Why:  A small group in Fall City is forming a UAC under the guise of a "study 
group".  Opposition exisits and many feel steamrolled because the 
proponents who run the meetings (Lake Alice Community Association, Bong 
Sto.Domingo-KC Community Services, and various representatives from 
other UACs) are unresponsive to citizens who oppose the formation of a 
UAC.  In the interest of fairness, written protocol should be developed to 
create a fair playing field. 
  
Jack Kelley 
Fall City Resident & Fall City Historian 
32905 SE 44th Street 
Fall City, WA 98024 
425-222-5401 

Kelley, Jack



Kelley, Jack 2



Kelley, Jack 2



Kelley, Jack 2



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Kelley, Jack 3



Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

From: judykelley1945@comcast.net
Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2007 8:45 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: Comment regarding Charter
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red

Page 1 of 1

9/4/2007

Please consider the following change to the Charter:
  
Establish better methods for more direct representation of KC's unincorporated area residents..something 
more responsive and equitable.  Unincorporated Area Councils lack decision-making authority and do 
not represent all of us residing in rural King County. 
  
Thank you, 
Judy Kelley 
32905 SE 44th Street 
Fall City, WA 98024 
425-222-5401   
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.

Kempf, Julianne Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07
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  website for that? 

                    MR. EARLY:  Yes.  It is 

  www.washclean.org. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  0h.  That's you?  I 

  didn't know that. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Is there anyone else 

  who would like to give comments?  Don't be shy.  Oh 

  good.  Thank you. 

                    MS. KEMPF:  I didn't come prepared 

  with prepared remarks, but as somebody else said, I 

  was inspired by all the great comments others made. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Can you state your 

  name, please. 

                    MS. KEMPF:  I sure can.  My name is 

  JuliAnn Kempf, and I live in the Green Lake  

  neighborhood of Seattle. 

      One of the issues that was brought up, and it 

  engendered some giggles, was the idea of an elected 

  Elections Director.  I think that some of the folks 

  that oppose an elected Elections Director or an 

  elected sheriff or an elected auditor may be operating 

  under the assumption that appointing a position, as 

  opposed to electing a position, takes the politics out 

  of it.

Kempf, Julianne Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07



      And the simple fact of the matter is, you don't 1 
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  take the politics out of politics.  There's always 

  going to be an elected official responsible for any 

  county governmental department. 

      The key question is -- I apologize -- the key 

  question is:  How many layers of bureaucracy do you 

  want separating the people's choice, the person that 

  the people have placed in office to be responsible for 

  the functioning of that piece of county government -- 

  and the subject matter specialists, the technicians, 

  and professional mangers that actually run it? 

      The current setup with King County elections, for 

  example, you have -- it's a vacant position, but you 

  have a superintendent of elections who's tasked with 

  actually running the elections office. 

      And that person is seven steps away from the 

  elected official who actually is responsible for the 

  performance of that office, who makes the policy for 

  that office, and who most importantly can advocate for 

  legislative issues about that office and for resources 

  for that office. 

      I was superintendent of elections for four and a 

  half years for King County.  Guess how many 

  face-to-face meetings I had with the elected person, 

  who was responsible for elections, which would be the
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      So you've got a huge chasm between the people who 

  are tasked with ensuring that those offices run well, 

  and with the people who are tasked by the voters to 

  make the decisions and get the resources to ensure 

  that those offices can run well.  And it's a very, 

  very serious situation. 

      Personally, I firmly believe that the reason that 

  Gary Ridgway was ultimately apprehended was because we 

  did have a charter change in 1997, because the sheriff 

  became an elected position, and because we elected a 

  person who was able to advocate for resources to 

  increase the activity of the Green River Task Force to 

  work on some old evidence that they had, and to 

  finally apprehend someone. 

      I personally believe that without that charter 

  change, that Mr. Ridgway would still be at large 

  today.  And I grew up in that neighborhood so it was 

  sort of a fairly-large issue growing up. 

      Having worked in the elections office, and moving 

  onto another issue -- having worked in the elections 

  office, I think that an important point was made about 

  partisan affiliation with elected offices.  Voters are 

  hungry, desperately hungry, for information about 

  candidates.  So much so that every election season we
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  voters for us in the elections office to create a 

  newsletter of staff picks, not wanting to trust 

  campaign information or information put out by good 

  government groups, they wanted us to go through, since 

  we got to meet everybody as they came through during 

  candidate filing, and say, 0h, yeah.  We like this 

  guy, this guy, this gal, this gal, this one, and this 

  gentleman because they want to know more about the 

  candidates, and they don't feel they can get that 

  information.  So they want somebody who knows more to 

  make the pick for them. 

      One of the things that a partisan label, and, you 

  know, we have to admit that it's a label, but one of 

  the things that a partisan label does, is it does tell 

  voters something about the philosophy of the 

  candidate.  So it is one piece of information that we 

  would be taking from the voters in making those 

  offices nonpartisan. 

      I couldn't agree more with the previous speaker 

  who stated that a very clear expression of public 

  disclosure laws in the county would be a welcome 

  addition.  The five day -- - currently county offices 

  have a five-day period in which they must respond, but 

  at the end of that five-day period under the state
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  We need more time.  And that amount of time is open 

  ended.  You can send a letter back saying, It will be 

  responded to sometime in the middle of June 2010, and 

  please let us know if you have any other concerns. 

      Most of it isn't quite as obvious as that, but one 

  thing that does happen very frequently is that county 

  offices will respond just a week of so after the point 

  that that information becomes stale for the purposes 

  of being able to testify at public hearings, put 

  together any sort of opposition to something that 

  might be proposed. 

      I also couldn't agree more with the former 

  Councilmember Derdowski that there should be a strong 

  whistle-blower law within county government.  County 

  employees must be protected for simply being able to 

  tell the truth to a councilmember who stops them in 

  the hall, to the next door neighbor who asks them how 

  a project is going.  It should never, ever, ever, ever 

  be a disciplinary or a terminable offense for a county 

  employee to tell the truth to their neighbor, to their 

  elected councilmember, to a member of the press, to 

  anyone. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you. 

                    MR. KING:  My name is Richard King.

Kempf, Julianne Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2007 9:26 AM
To: Cusack, Rebecha; 'Steven Kendall'
Cc: 'kirstin'; Downing, Samuel; Ferguson, Bob; Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: RE: Non-partisan county offices and 12 year term limits

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Mr. Kendall,

Thank you for your interest in the Charter Review process. As Rebecha mentioned, once we 
finalize the locations and dates of our public hearings, we will let you know. We will 
also keep a record of your issues and address them with the Charter Review Commission and 
enter your name in our databases. 

Our full commission meetings are held on the last Tuesday of each month from 5:30pm to 
7:30pm at the Seattle Municipal Tower. They are open to the public so feel free to stop in
if you would like to meet with the commissioners.

Thanks,
Mark

Mark Yango
Charter Review Coordinator
Office of King County Executive Ron Sims Columbia Center
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210
Seattle, WA 98104
Work: (206) 296-4628
Cell: (206) 450-9258
email: mark.yango@metrokc.gov
 

-----Original Message-----
From: Cusack, Rebecha
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2007 9:03 AM
To: 'Steven Kendall'
Cc: 'kirstin'; Downing, Samuel; Ferguson, Bob; Yango, Mark
Subject: RE: Non-partisan county offices and 12 year term limits

Good morning Mr. Kendall:
Councilmember Ferguson has forwarded your e-mail to me.  As you may know the Charter 
Commission was convened in February and they are still in the process of developing their 
work program including outreach. While the Commission determined at its last meeting to 
have nine meetings throughout the county, they have not had time to determine dates, times
or locations.

I am asking Mr. Yango who is directly staffing commission efforts to your name in their 
data base of interested parties.

Meanwhile, if I can be of assistance, you may reach me at [206]296-0330. 

Best regards, Rebecha

-----Original Message-----
From: Ferguson, Bob
Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2007 1:48 PM
To: 'Steven Kendall'
Cc: 'kirstin'; Cusack, Rebecha; Downing, Samuel

Kendall, Steven 
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Subject: RE: Non-partisan county offices and 12 year term limits

Dear Steven:

Thank you for contacting me regarding your interest in amending the King County Charter to
make county offices nonpartisan and to implement term limits.  I appreciate you taking the
time to send me an email.

Your feedback is timely.  The Charter Review Commission is currently meeting to make 
recommendations on potential amendments to the King County Charter.  As you may know, a 
provision of the Charter calls for the document to be reviewed, and amendments considered,
every ten years.  The Charter Review Commission is the body that traditionally conducts 
this legally mandated review.  

I am copying Kirstin Haugen, the District 1 delegate to the Commission, and Rebecha 
Cusack, who is providing staff support to the Commission, on this email.  The Charter 
Review Commission is the proper vehicle to consider your input and to make a 
recommendation on proposed amendments such as these, and I want to be sure your input is 
considered by the Commission.

If you are interested in attending the next meeting of the Charter Review Commission, I 
encourage you to do so.  The Commission meeting schedule and general information about the
Charter Review process is available at the following website: 
http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/. 

As a general matter, I support partisan offices and I oppose term limits.  I have some 
personal experience on the latter issue as I ran against a 20-year incumbent for County 
Council in 2003.  I believe steps such as public financing of elections would help level 
the playing field for challengers.

Again, thank you for contacting me.  Please feel free to contact me in the future at (206)
296-1001 or bob.ferguson@metrokc.gov.

Sincerely,

Bob

Bob Ferguson
King County Councilmember
Metropolitan King County Council, District 1
516 3rd Avenue, Room 1200
Seattle, WA 98104
ph: (206) 296-1001 | fx: (206) 296-0198

For More Information: http://www.metrokc.gov/ferguson To sign up for eNews: 
http://www.metrokc.gov/council/members/ferguson/newsletters.htm

-----Original Message-----
From: Steven Kendall [mailto:stevenlloydkendallseattle@hotmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, April 07, 2007 10:35 AM
To: Ferguson, Bob
Subject: Non-partisan county offices and 12 year term limits

Dear Councilmember Ferguson:

     I think it's time to consider two King County Charter amemdments.  One would make all
current and possible future King County offices non-partisan. 
  The other would require term limits of three consecutive terms in the same office, with 
an eight year hiatus before the former incumbent can run again for their former office.  
Alll incumbents should be grandfathered.

     As a 43rd District Democratic PCO, I certainly support partisan office at the state 
and federal level.  Howerver, at the county level it's unecessary.  Let's face it, there 
isn't a Republican way versus Democratic way of filling a pothole.  There isn't a 
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Republican way versus Democratic way of driving a Metro bus.  It creates unecessar 
divisiveness.

     As to county term limits, voters don't owe politicians lifetime employment.  Twelve 
years, in the same office, is more than enough to achieve one's agenda.  There seems to be
a point at which office holder's think they own their office.  When that mindset happens 
they start to make mistakes, including but not limited to corruption.  Remember state 
Senator Ray Moore?  Twelve years seems to be a fairly bright line.  I suggested 
grandfathering all current incumbents in order to get sufficient support from the current 
members of the County Council.  I don't see them willing to fall on their swords over this
issue.  Also, you would get more voter support at the ballot box.  Voters who have a 
favorite incumbent can vote yes know their incumbent can continue to serve as long as they
like.

     Thank you for your time and consideration.  Please share your thoughts with me on 
these issues.

Sincerely yours,

Steven L. Kendall
5519 University Way NE, Apt. 6
Seattle  98105
206/551-2669

_________________________________________________________________
Need a break? Find your escape route with Live Search Maps. 
http://maps.live.com/?icid=hmtag3

Kendall, Steven 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

From: Susan Sheary [suzie2004@comcast.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2007 7:27 PM
To: Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Cc: THeinecke@aol.com
Subject: King County Democrats Input to the King County Charter Commission 
Attachments: crc1.pdf

Page 1 of 1

8/2/2007

The attached reflects the King County Democrats input to the King County Charter Commission study.  We have 
one more issue to discuss, precinct size, and will send under separate cover. 
  
Thank you for this opportunity,  
  
Susan Sheary 
King County Democrats Chair  

King County Democrats



   

 

Telephone 206.622.9157 / FAX 425.255.1634 
www.kcdems.org  /  kingcountydemocrats@msn.com 

 

 

 

 

July 3, 2007 

 

Corrie Watterson Bryant 

Project / Program Manager, Charter Review Commission 

Office of King County Executive Ron Sims 

701 5th Avenue, Suite 3210 

Seattle, Washington 98104 

 

Dear Ms. Bryant: 

 

Thank you for the opportunity of allowing us to make input to the Charter Commission Review proc-

ess.  We appreciate the ongoing work of the current commission and have three major opinions and 

concern for clarification of three sections. 

 

1.  Non-partisan offices.  There is a move to change the elected public offices in County govern-

ment from partisan to non-partisan.  In a solid Democratic county like King County, such a move 

ONLY helps certain Republicans in swing districts and the moderates.  Some (not all) Republicans want 

to change to non-partisan because they understand that the demographics are changing in King 

County.  These Republicans understand that they have a much better chance of retaining offices and 

maybe capturing the Exec’s office in future elections if they can run non-partisan candidates for those 

slots.  Some moderate Democrats want to change to non-partisan because they fear a challenge in 

the primary election or they don’t like to be held accountable by the Party infrastructure.   

 

The common arguments for non-partisanship are:  “Local government does not deal with partisan is-

sues” or “there is too much partisanship in politics” or “partisan politics are too divisive”.  The planks 

in the Democratic Party Platform deal with bread and butter issues many of which are managed at the 

local level every day.  Labor, environment, human services, criminal justice, social justice, economic 

justice, access to services, etc.  Partisan identity is the best predictor of how a candidate will vote on 

issues when in office… and CITIZENS FREQUENTLY DEPEND ON PARTY IDENTITY WHEN THEY VOTE 

TO ELECT CANDIDATES IN TO OFFICE.  If a voter knows nothing about candidates in a race, then the 

voter will automatically look for their party affiliation!  This dynamic is even more important for local 

races.    

However, there is an important nuance to this issue.  Some officials might say “Let’s let the people 

decide” and then vote to put the charter amendment on the ballot.  Officials need to take a position,  

and vocally oppose non-partisanship and vote against placing this charter amendment on the ballot.  

Placing this on the ballot and then saying you oppose the measure is not acceptable.  We need to take 

early and vocal positions that:  A) oppose non-partisanship, and B) oppose the placement of the non-

partisan charter amendment on the ballot. 

  

2.  Elected Elections Director.  Initiative 25 signatures have been turned in for verification.  If  

enough signatures are not validated to make it on the ballot, then the Charter Review Commission 

may still recommend this as an option to the Council… and the Council may still decide to put it on the 

ballot.  WE ARE OPPOSED TO AN ELECTED ELECTIONS DIRECTOR! 
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www.kcdems.org  /  kingcountydemocrats@msn.com 

 

 

 
 

 

3. Amending the Charter by Initiative.  In the State of Washington, laws can be passed by ini-

tiative, BUT the State Constitution may not be amendment by initiative.  This is a BIG difference, 

because the State Constitution is what gives our state government stability.  The King County 

Charter is effectively the constitution for the county.  The initiative for a charter amendment to 

reduce the King County Council from 13 to nine was sponsored by the Jail Guard labor union and 

was done as a retaliatory political action.  The validity of changing the charter by initiative was 

appealed to the WA State Supreme Court, which ruled that the County Charter could be 

amended by initiative.  While we are supportive of citizens’ rights to petition their government, 

we have concerns about allowing changes to our County Charter (“county constitution”) via ini-

tiative with no other safeguard in place.  Maybe confirmation by supermajority of the council.  Or 

not allow changes to the charter, but do allow changes to county ordinance.  This issue needs 

further discussion. 

 

Other Points of Discussion: 
 

As background, may we remind everyone that our representative democracy is the longest surviving 

democracy in the recorded history of our planet.  Many scholars attribute this success to our forefa-

ther’s wisdom of giving the government only limited powers and retaining all other powers in the 

people.  For us, the opening of the Constitution with “We the people of the United States,…” is fun-

damental to our democrat core.  We do not believe that it is an accident for the Constitution of the 

State of Washington to open with “We, the people of the State of Washington,..” because the format 

of the State Constitution runs very parallel to that of the Constitution of the United States.  Clearly, 

the two documents vest all power in the people except that which is expressly given to the govern-

ment.  The King County Charter also opens with the phrase “We, the people of King County,…” and 

once again we think this is a deliberate attempt to draw on the same philosophical underpinnings as 

exist in the State and Federal Constitutions. 

 

It is noted that in Section 130 – Construction:  The opening sentence reads as follows: 

“The powers of the county granted by this charter shall be liberally construed, and the specific state-

ment of particular powers shall not be construed as limiting the general powers.” 

 

This sentence seems to be in direct conflict with the underlying philosophy of our democracy in that 

our democracy conveys only limited powers to the government and retains all other powers in the 

people.  There is nothing that is more counter to the core values of our democracy than the govern-

ment taking power onto itself.  We believe this sentence should be stricken from the Charter. 

 

Similarly, in section 220.20 – Powers:  The last sentence reads: 

“The specific statement of particular legislative powers shall not be construed as limiting the legisla-

tive powers of the county council.” 

 

Once again this seems to convey more power than our forefathers would have intended.  Indeed, 

the very purpose of the Federal and State Constitutions, and we believe the King County Charter, is 

to expressly convey only limited powers to the governmental body.  Therefore, this sentence should 

also be stricken from the Charter. 

From section 230.10.10 - Metropolitan Municipal Functions:  The text reads: 

“Each metropolitan municipal function authorized to be performed by the county pursuant to 

RCW ch. 35.58 shall be operated as a distinct functional unit. Revenues or property received 

for such functions shall never be used for any purposes other than the operating expenses 

thereof, interest on and redemption of the outstanding debt thereof, capital improvements, 

and the reduction of rates and charges for such functions.” 

King County Democrats
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We are not clear on the intent of this passage. 

 

Is it saying that each “Municipal Function” is considered to be self sufficient and a profit center in 

its own right?  Is each “Municipal Function” supposed to set its fees for service such that it gener-

ates sufficient revenue to pay for its activity on an annual basis?  Assuming that to be the case, 

how do each of these services relate to the King County authority to assess and levy taxes on its 

residents?  We need to know more about the intent of this paragraph. 

 

One Additional Point of Discussion: 

 

We do have one more item to review and that is “...Precincts in which voting machines or elec-

tronic voting devices are used may contain as many as nine hundred active registered voters...”   

We will make input regarding precinct size under separate cover. 

 

Thank you,  

 

 

 

Susan C. Sheary 

KCDCC Chair  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

King County Democrats



1

Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Wednesday, July 25, 2007 9:57 AM
To: Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: Charter Review Commission - DDES Issue

CW -- Here is the issue from DDES. It's an easy cut and paste.

Thx,
Mark 

-----Original Message-----
From: Warden, Stephanie
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2007 11:01 AM
To: Yango, Mark
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission - Review of DDES Issues

 Mark:  I amended the language below to reflect that the State Supreme Court case has now 
been decided.

-----Original Message-----
From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Thursday, July 19, 2007 3:47 PM
To: Warden, Stephanie
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission - Review of DDES Issues

The Department of Development and Environmental Services would like to amend section 
230.40 referring to Referendums -- DDES would like to Clarify that ordinances required to 
comply with State law are not proper subject for referendum.  This is consistent with the 
recent decision by the Washington State Supreme Court that a proposed referendum to repeal
the critical areas ordinance was not the proper subject of referendum.

King County Department of Development and Environmental Services 



Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Thursday, July 26, 2007 10:44 AM
To: Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: DNRP issues 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed
Attachments: DNRP - Department Director Feedback 12-3-2005.doc

Page 1 of 1

8/13/2007

Corrie,  
  
Can you make sure these issues from DNRP get into our issue tracker. Thanks. These issues would probably fall 
into a our regional issues subcommittee. 
  
Mark 
  

Mark Yango 
Charter Review Coordinator 
Office of King County Executive Ron Sims 
Columbia Center 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Work: (206) 296-4628 
Cell: (206) 450-9258 
email: mark.yango@kingcounty.gov 
  
  

King County Department of Natural Resources and Parks



Department Director Feedback on Charter Review Commission 
 
Department of Natural Resources and Parks (DNRP) – Pam Bissonnette 
 
Regional Water Quality Committee Charter Amendment  
 
The Regional Water Quality Committee (RWQC) is formed in accordance with Section 
270.20 of the Charter.  The Charter requires that the RWQC be composed of six members 
from the County Council, four members from cities and towns within the county, and two 
members from sewer districts that provide sewer service “in the county.”  It is up to the 
cities and towns and the sewer districts to agree upon the manner in which to appoint 
their designated number of representatives. 
 
Given this existing structure, there are improvements that should be considered by the 
Charter Review Commission.  In a nutshell, the Commission should consider inclusion of 
a representative from Snohomish County on the RWQC to replace one of the two existing 
seats for the sewer district representatives.  In addition, the Charter should be clarified to 
provide that the sewer district representative and new Snohomish representative should 
come from sewer districts or areas “served by the county wastewater system” rather than 
just sewer districts “in the county”.  
 
There is currently no provision in the Charter for a representative on the RWQC from 
Snohomish County.  Membership is limited to representation of areas “in the county” 
rather than areas served by the county’s wastewater system.  Given the service provided 
to residents in parts of Snohomish County, the location of Brightwater and the expected 
in increase in service to Snohomish residents over time, it is appropriate to provide for a 
representative on the RWQC of the Snohomish area served by King County.   
 
Instead of simply adding another position to the RWQC, it makes more sense for a new 
Snohomish representative position to replace one of two positions currently allocated by 
the Charter to sewer districts.  This would maintain the relative numeric balance of the 
RWQC and is reflective of the lesser number of persons served by the County from sewer 
districts.   
 
Finally, one long standing sewer district appointee on the RWQC is not even representing 
a sewer district served by the county (but instead represents a sewer district that is in the 
county but served by its own treatment plant).  It is not entirely clear why this is the case 
but the Charter does provide for representation of sewer districts “in the county” rather 
than those “served by the county wastewater system.”  Including a voting representative 
for areas not even served by the county system is not the most effective approach to 
representing the interests of the system’s customers.  Consideration should therefore be 
given to amending the Charter to make clear that the new Snohomish County 
representative and the remaining sewer district representative are to represent areas and 
districts “served by the county wastewater system”. 

King County Department of Natural Resources and Parks
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 11:37 AM
To: Hodson, Doug
Cc: Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: FW: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red

Thanks Doug,

We'll get them into our database.

- Mark 

-----Original Message-----
From: Hodson, Doug
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 11:36 AM
To: Yango, Mark
Cc: Taniguchi, Harold; Brown, Laurie
Subject: Re: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

Hi Mark,
Unfortunately, I'm at a conference out of the office today and am unable to view (on my 
blackberry) the list of issues you attached.  

However, in terms of the three issues below,  I believe the way you have phrased them is 
accurate and appropriate for moving forward for further discussion by the review 
commission.  Thanks!

----- Original Message -----
From: Yango, Mark
To: Hodson, Doug
Cc: Taniguchi, Harold; Brown, Laurie
Sent: Mon Jul 30 10:45:12 2007
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

Doug,

Just for my own clarity -- Can you give me some guidance as to how you would like to 
phrase the issues -- In my understanding of the email chains, the issues the commission 
would address would look like this: 

1) Update to reflect current organization--Section 350.20.30 Metropolitan Services 
Department Transitory Provisions

2) Update to reflect current organization--Section 920.20.10 Department of Public Works, 
Utilities and Transportation 

3) Warrants internal discussion--270.20--Composition of regional committees - RTC 
composition, would not make sense to proceed with unless there was broader County-wide 
interest in a similar effort with the Regional Policy and Regional Water Quality 
Committees.  The original issue was how much the RTC was duplicative of the Council’s 
Transportation Committee and whether this was an opportunity to clarify roles further.
 
I've enclosed a copy of our list of issues from our outreach efforts. The commission will 
address all of these issues and make a determiniation as to which ones are charter related
and which ones are not. It should give you a sense of what the issues look like. I'll wait
for you to give me the green light before I put anything into our database.

- Mark

King County Department of Transportation
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-----Original Message-----
From: Hodson, Doug
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2007 10:26 AM
To: Yango, Mark
Cc: Taniguchi, Harold; Brown, Laurie
Subject: Fw: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

Hi Mark,
Below I am forwarding some comments to our third and fourth items per review from our 
Transit Division..  We have no further specificity for items 1 or 2 as previously 
submitted. 

Thanks, and please contact me with any follow up questions.
 Doug

----- Original Message -----
From: Jacobson, Jim
To: Hodson, Doug
Cc: Desmond, Kevin
Sent: Mon Jul 30 10:11:09 2007
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

Item 3, RTC composition, would not make sense to proceed with unless there was broader 
County-wide interest in a similar effort with the Regional Policy and Regional Water 
Quality Committees.  The original issue was how much the RTC was duplicative of the 
Council’s Transportation Committee and whether this was an opportunity to clarify roles 
further.

 

Item 4 was put on the table as a placeholder prior to knowing what the biennial budget 
process might bring.  Now that we are into the process, this is clearly Bob Cowan’s issue,
and whether form his perspective he wants to pursue anything.

 

________________________________

From: Hodson, Doug
Sent: Friday, July 27, 2007 4:21 PM
To: Desmond, Kevin; Jacobson, Jim
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

 

Sure.  I’m going to be at APTA but will have my blackberry.  Jim, will you have an idea by
noon? 

 

Doug 

________________________________

From: Desmond, Kevin
Sent: Friday, July 27, 2007 4:15 PM
To: Jacobson, Jim; Hodson, Doug
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

 

Doug: can you wait for Jim to get back to you on Monday?

King County Department of Transportation
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________________________________

From: Jacobson, Jim
Sent: Friday, July 27, 2007 4:12 PM
To: Desmond, Kevin
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

Not yet.  I planned to discuss it Monday at staff, briefly

 

________________________________

From: Desmond, Kevin
Sent: Friday, July 27, 2007 4:10 PM
To: Jacobson, Jim
Subject: FW: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues
Importance: High

 

any input for Doug?

________________________________

From: Hodson, Doug
Sent: Friday, July 27, 2007 4:07 PM
To: Dougherty, Linda; Desmond, Kevin
Cc: Venegas, Susan; Jacobson, Jim; Brown, Laurie; Taniguchi, Harold; Morgan, Kathy; 
Venegas, Susan
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues
Importance: High

Greetings,

I have not heard back from folks regarding any additional input on this.  Therefore, I’m 
assuming that it is okay to confirm the previous issues 4 issues we had identified as 
follows (with no additional specificity needed): 

 

Housekeeping items:

1) Update to reflect current organization--Section 350.20.30 Metropolitan Services 
Department Transitory Provisions 

 

2) Update to reflect current organization--Section 920.20.10 Department of Public Works, 
Utilities and Transportation 

 

3) Warrants internal discussion--270.20--Composition of regional committees (DOT can 
develop a recommendation if the Executive would like to include this on the "list").

 

4) Section 405 Biennial Budgets -- Possibly warrants further analysis and consideration

 

Doug Hodson

King County Department of Transportation
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684-1003

________________________________

From: Hodson, Doug
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2007 4:39 PM
To: Dougherty, Linda; Desmond, Kevin
Cc: Venegas, Susan; Jacobson, Jim; Brown, Laurie; Taniguchi, Harold; Morgan, Kathy; 
Venegas, Susan
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

 

The next meeting to discuss the Charter Review is scheduled for July 31, so please get any
input by COB next Friday, July 27.  Thanks.

 

________________________________

From: Dougherty, Linda
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2007 4:30 PM
To: Hodson, Doug; Desmond, Kevin
Cc: Venegas, Susan; Jacobson, Jim; Brown, Laurie; Taniguchi, Harold; Morgan, Kathy; 
Venegas, Susan
Subject: RE: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

 

Doug,

By what date would you like to hear back from us?

 

Thanks!

 

Linda

 

________________________________

From: Hodson, Doug
Sent: Friday, July 20, 2007 4:09 PM
To: Dougherty, Linda; Desmond, Kevin
Cc: Venegas, Susan; Jacobson, Jim; Brown, Laurie; Taniguchi, Harold; Morgan, Kathy
Subject: FW: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues
Importance: High

Kevin and Linda,

Please note the request below from the Exec’s office regarding DOT issues for the Charter 
Review.  Last fall, we sent along 4 items for consideration as outlined below and the 
Exec’s office would like to know whether we would like to leave the issues identified as 
is or to add more specificity.  

 

I believe items 1 and 2 below do not need any more specificity and can be left as is.  
However, items 3 and 4 pertain to the composition of regional committees and biennial 
budgets respectively, and I assume these were put forward by the Transit Division. Kevin, 
please correct me if this is wrong, otherwise I will leave it to you to decide whether you
would like to keep these issues as is or to revise.  Please get any revisions to me and I 
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will pass them along.  If no changes necessary, please also confirm this and we will leave
as is.  

 

I’ve attached a copy of the code if you want to look at sections 270.20 or 405 in more 
detail.  Thanks. 

http://www.metrokc.gov/mkcc/Code/03-Charter.pdf

 

Doug Hodson

684-1003

 

________________________________

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2007 4:36 PM
To: Taniguchi, Harold
Cc: Whitney, Sheryl; Triplett, Kurt; Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: Charter Review Commission -- Review of DOT's Issues

Hi Harold,

 

We are in the midst of our completing our issue gathering phase and about to deliberate on
all of the issues. We wanted to confirm the issues that you gave us. Once confirmed, these
issues will be examined and reviewed by the entire commission. 

 

The issues you set forth as follows:

 

Housekeeping items:

1) Update to reflect current organization--Section 350.20.30 Metropolitan Services 
Department Transitory Provisions

 

2) Update to reflect current organization--Section 920.20.10 Department of Public Works, 
Utilities and Transportation 

 

3) Warrants internal discussion--270.20--Composition of regional committees (DOT can 
develop a recommendation if the Executive would like to include this on the "list").

 

4) Section 405 Biennial Budgets -- Possibly warrants further analysis and consideration

 

Do you want to leave the issues as is or craft ones with more specificity? 

Are there any further charter issues you would like us to record for the commission to 
examine? Our next meeting is on July 31st. 
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If there are any changes to these issues, just let us know. Otherwise, we'll assume they 
are ok as is. 

 

Thanks Harold, hope you are well.

 

- Mark

 

 

 

Mark Yango

Charter Review Coordinator

Office of King County Executive Ron Sims

Columbia Center

701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210

Seattle, WA 98104

Work: (206) 296-4628

Cell: (206) 450-9258

email: mark.yango@kingcounty.gov
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2007 4:30 PM
To: Triplett, Kurt
Cc: Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: RE: Executive Charter Issuues
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Page 1 of 2

8/1/2007

Got it. we'll make those changes and put it into our databases. 
 

From: Triplett, Kurt  
Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2007 4:29 PM 
To: Yango, Mark 
Cc: Watterson Bryant, Corrie 
Subject: RE: Executive Charter Issuues 
 
On item 1, it is “create an initiative process and use a 20 percent signature requirement.”  Not just increase the 
signatures. 
  
On item 2, it is not just partisan for KCC, it is partisan for all currently partisan offices.  So Exec and PAO too.  Not 
sure if Assessor is currently partisan or not.  Judges obviously stay non-partisan.  
  

From: Yango, Mark  
Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2007 4:23 PM 
To: Triplett, Kurt 
Cc: Watterson Bryant, Corrie 
Subject: Executive Charter Issuues 
  
Kurt, 
  
From our conversation yesterday, Ron's 4 issues he would like the commission to address are as follows: 
  
1) Change the Initiative Signature threshold from 10% of the voters in the last King County Executive election to 
20% 
2) Retain partisanship in the King County Council 
3) Keep the Elections Director and appointed position 
4) Change the Sheriff from an elected position to an appointed position 
5) All charter amendments proposed by the Charter Review Commission should go directly to the ballot. 
  
If anything is outside your thinking let us know, otherwise we will proceed to put these issues in our database for 
the commissioners to review. 
  
Thanks, 
Mark 
  

Mark Yango 
Charter Review Coordinator 
Office of King County Executive Ron Sims 
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Ron Sims 

King County Executive 

 
CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION 

 
Mark Yango                                                                                                          701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210 
Charter Review Coordinator                                                                                  Seattle, Washington 98104 

 
King County Charter Review Commission 

Meeting Minutes – November 27, 2007 
Chinook Building, 5:30pm-7:30pm 

 
The November 27, 2007 meeting of the King County Charter Review Commission was called to 
order by co-chair Governor Mike Lowry at 5:37 p.m. 
 

Commission members in attendance: 
 
Absent: 
 

Mike Lowry, Co-chair Jim English  
Lois North, Co-chair Bryan Glynn  
Trisha Bennett John Groen 
Juan Bocanegra Tara Jo Heinecke 
Doreen Cato Gregg Hirakawa 
Dan Gandara Gary Long 
Darcy Goodman Sarah Rindlaub 
Kirstin Haugen Mike Wilkins 
John Jensen  
Terry Lavender  
Sharon Maeda  
Allan Munro  
James Williams  
 
Staff: 
Mark Yango, Charter Review Coordinator 
Charlotte Ohashi, Administrative Assistant, Charter Review Commission  
Becky Spithill, Project Manager, Charter Review Commission 
Corrie Watterson Bryant, Project Manager, Charter Review Commission 
 
Council and PAO Staff: 
Ross Baker, Council Chief of Staff 
Mike Sinsky, Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office 
Nick Wagner, Council Co-Liaison to the Commission 
 
Guest Speakers: 
Ralph Munro, Former Washington Secretary of State 
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Don Whiting, Former Washington State Chief Elections 
Pat McCarthy, Pierce County Auditor,  
Kurt Triplett, Chief of Staff to King County Executive Ron Sims 
 
 

1. Opening Remarks  
Governor Mike Lowry asked for approval of minutes from the October 30, 2007 meeting. The 
minutes were approved as presented.   
 
   

2. Guest speaker presentations 
 
Ralph Munro 
 
Mr. Munro outlined the history of elections authorities in the United States, noting that counties 
were initially the only elections authorities, and many Secretaries of State had no jurisdiction 
over local elections at all. He noted that the federal government began to involve itself in 
elections over the issues of absentee ballots for service members, civil rights, handicapped 
accessibility, and the Help America Vote Act. Secretaries of State are now the chief elections 
officers of their states. 
 
Mr. Munro presented his positions on a number of issues: 
 

· Supports election of the county Director of Elections. The elected Secretaries of State 
tended to be more innovative and fast-moving in their work 

· Believes in partisan positions, because most elections are essentially partisan anyway  
· Recommends that regarding Instant Runoff Voting, King County should watch how the 

process in Pierce County works  
· Does not support allowing citizens to amend the Charter 

 
Don Whiting 
 
Regarding the signature threshold for citizen initiatives: Research that Mr. Whiting conducted in 
the mid-70s in Washington State found that 1/5 of proposed initiatives made it to the ballot, and 
almost exactly 50% of those that did, passed. Looking at 2006 data, the percent of initiatives that 
qualified for the ballot was a bit lower than in the 70s, but exactly 50% of the initiatives that 
made it to ballot passed.  
 
Mr. Whiting believes that these results reflect a perfect standard, in which it is neither too easy 
nor too hard to get an initiative passed. Mr. Whiting urged the CRC to use about the same 
standard for amending the charter by citizen initiative (1/5 make it to ballot, 50% pass). 
 
Regarding partisanship: Mr. Whiting noted that partisanship exists at all levels of government. A 
case was recently heard at the Supreme Court on I-872, on Washington’s “nonpartisan” blanket 
primary; watch for that decision in February. 
 
Regard instant runoff voting: Mr. Whiting is an advocate of these types of voting systems, 
though they have two fundamental problems: 1) they are complicated for the voters to 
understand and 2) they are complicated for elections officials to implement. The system that is 
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the easiest to explain is the least effective (IRV). He recommended that the CRC wait to see how 
Pierce County’s system functions before considering it for King County.  
 
Questions and Answers (paraphrased) 
 
Mrs. North: regarding amending the charter by initiative, our subcommittee (Governmental 
Structure) felt that it should be more difficult to amend the charter than to implement ordinances. 
We settled on the signature threshold used by many Washington home rule counties, of 20% of 
the signatures cast in the last election for county Executive.  
 
Mr. Whiting: This is a matter that the CRC must decide itself. However, it is important to have 
specific language in the charter prohibiting direct amendment of the charter. 
 
Mr. Lowry: We based the threshold on the last Executive election, as we believed the 
Gubernatorial threshold would be too prohibitive for citizen initiative. What would be the falloff 
between votes cast in the Executive and Gubernatorial elections? 
 
Mr. Whiting: There would be some falloff. You could also choose to use a threshold of 
signatures using a percentage of the registered voters in the last election.  
 
Mr. Lowry: What is your opinion on paid signature gatherers? 
 
Mr. Munro: It has changed the equation; our forefathers would have never dreamed of this. That 
said, everyone is in government is furious with Tim Eyman, but he hits on ideas that find a 
public nerve point.  
 
Mr. Whiting: The damage done to the political process from paid signature gathering is that the 
volunteers are driven out, because the professionals are better at getting signatures. You now 
can’t succeed at a citizen initiative campaign without the paid signature gatherers.  
 
 
Kurt Triplett 
 
Key issues for the Executive Ron Sims:  
 

· The charter has stood the test of time. As the constitution of our county, it should be 
changed sparingly, and then in particular to fix something that can’t be changed any other 
way.  

· The CRC should create a true, rational process for amending the charter. We don’t believe 
that the charter should be amended by citizen initiative, but the Supreme Court has made 
its ruling. It’s critical to establish a high but not impossible signature standard. Twenty 
percent is a great start, though it could be even higher.  

· The Elections Director should remain an appointed position. You can have a good 
elections director whether the position is elected or appointed. But we believe that the best 
elections director would result from an appointed position. 

· King County’s elections system is highly specialized and technical. The nature of 
the position makes an appointed director more appropriate. 
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· The current system of appointment by the Executive, and confirmation by the 
Council, creates a very high threshold to ensure that the most qualified person 
holds the position.  

· In the case of a bad elections director, it is easier to change that person if the 
position is appointed rather than elected. 

· Special interest politics and money may be brought to bear in a race for an elected 
elections director. 

· The Sheriff should be returned to an appointed position, because it is highly skilled and 
technical. This has only become more the case with the addition of new duties for the 
Sheriff, including emergency management and homeland security. In addition, the 
Executive is opposed to transferring collective bargaining duties from the Executive to the 
Sheriff’s Office. 

· Positions that are currently partisan should remain partisan; this key identifier for the 
voters should be maintained. There are also issues in county government that do break 
down along party lines.  

· It makes sense that the recommendations of the CRC should go straight to the ballot now 
that citizens can amend the charter directly. This informed group should be able to amend 
the charter as well. The Council should also be able to put alternative amendments on the 
ballot along with the CRC’s recommendations. 

 
Questions and Answers (paraphrased) 
 
Mr. Bocanegra: What does it cost to run an election for an elections director?  
Mr. Triplett: The cost is probably minimal. The accountability of the office and the ability to 
change someone out quickly are the key points, though, not the cost. 
 
Mrs. North: What about qualifications for the elections director? 
Mr. Triplett: If a county office is elected, there should be qualifications for that office established 
by ordinance. With an appointed professional, however, that person will be vetted by the Council 
and can be removed by the Executive, which lends further credence to appointing rather than 
electing the elections director.   
 
Ms. Cato: What does accountability mean, with regard to elected versus appointed officials?  
Mr. Triplett: With an elected official, you are stuck with elected officials for four years. In the 
past, such as with King County Elections, a quick response to poorly performing appointed 
officials has been important. Also, quite a few innovations have occurred because appointed 
elections officials have had the time to look around for the latest ideas. 
 
Ms. Lavender:  Does the Executive have any comments or direction to give the CRC with regard 
to perception of a lack of government representation in the unincorporated areas of the county? 
Mr. Triplett: The county keeps trying new things in every year and every budget, and I think has 
succeeded a lot more than people think, in aggregate. But there really is no solution, and no one 
has fully figured this out. The basis for representation in county government is based on 
population, and it’s difficult to put that aside. 
 
Mr. Jensen: Should the Council be permitted to submit a companion/alternative charter 
recommendation on the ballot, if the CRC’s recommendations go straight to the ballot?   
Mr. Triplett: Yes, the Council could have the ability to submit a complementary action. 
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Mr. Munro: What signature threshold would the Executive support for getting citizen charter 
amendments to the ballot?   
Kurt: Our concern is that the threshold should be set fairly high. I like using the Governor’s race 
turnout, because it has the highest turnout, though the Executive is also a rational choice because 
that office is local. A twenty percent signature threshold is a good one.  
 
Mr. Munro:  Does the Washington Supreme Court decision that authorized citizen amendment of 
the charter prevent us from inserting something in the charter that would prohibit amending 
charter by initiative? 
Mr. Sinsky: According to the Supreme Court, our existing charter language allows amendment 
of the charter by initiative. That could be changed, to explicitly disallow amendment by 
initiative. 
Mr. Triplett: We would support that change. 
 
 
Pat McCarthy  
 
Ms. McCarthy stated that the integrity of Pierce County’s elections is her office’s first and 
foremost priority. Innovation is also a priority in Pierce County, as is voter education and 
outreach.  
 
In November 2006, Pierce County’s Charter Review Commission submitted a charter 
amendment to implement Instant Runoff Voting (IRV). The campaign was built on voter dislike 
of the new pick-a-party primary. It was approved by the voters by 53%. The Auditor is required 
to implement IRV for certain county offices by July 2008. 
 
Ms. McCarthy noted that she was not an advocate of ranked choice voting, initially, but that 
Pierce County Elections is fully committed to successfully implementing the system. 
 
Impacts of IRV:  the major political parties will now choose who can use the party label, the 
winner will be elected at the general election only, and voters will receive at least two ballot 
pages (traditional and IRV). Voters will still need to select a party. 
 
Challenges: 

· Number of candidate rankings 
· Filing for office 
· Results reporting 
· Voting options 
· Voter education 
· Codifying procedures 

 
Ms. McCarthy noted that San Francisco is a good model for voter education efforts. 
 
She also reported that the cost to implement IRV in Pierce County is currently projected to be $3 
million dollars. This includes approximately $1.1 million dollars in one-time expenses, including 
the IRV voting software.  
 
Ms. McCarthy’s more extensive, prepared written remarks are attached to these minutes. 
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January 2, 2008 

Honorable Mike Lowry 
Honorable Lois North 
Co-Chairs, Charter Review Commission 
Office of the King County Executive 
Columbia Center, Suite 3210 
701 Fifth Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98104 

Dear Mike and Lois: 

Thank you for your invitation and the opportunity for the King County Sheriff’s Blue Ribbon 
Panel to provide the Charter Review Commission with “a formal written statement of the panel’s 
findings and conclusions regarding changes to the management and operation of the Sheriff’s 
Office that would best be accomplished through amendment of the King County Charter.”  

On September 11, 2006, the Blue Ribbon Panel published a detailed report concluding an eight-
month review of the management and oversight of employee misconduct and discipline in the 
Sheriff’s Office. Our report includes 43 findings, six major recommendations, and 36 
implementing actions. Also included in the report is a proposal asking that the panel be 
reconvened in one year to review the progress made in implementing the recommendations.  

At the King County Council’s request, we reconvened in October 2007 to review and evaluate 
the progress made to date and to prepare a progress report to the King County Council, 
Executive, Prosecuting Attorney, and Sheriff in January 2008. We recently concluded our panel 
meeting schedule by unanimously adopting a set of findings and recommendations addressing 
additional actions needed to implement the panel’s 2006 recommendations. 

As a result of our review, we believe the King County Charter should be revised to advance and 
sustain the performance, discipline, accountability, and oversight measures we recommended in 
September 2006. The panel’s progress review reveals two separate but related issues impeding 
the full and complete implementation of our recommendations: (1) elements of our 
recommendations that cannot be fully implemented until agreements are reached with the labor 
unions representing the Sheriff’s Office employees; and (2) issues of authority to bargain and 
manage working conditions with those unions. 

We were aware that the panel’s recommendations impacting wages, benefits, and working 
conditions would need to be bargained with the appropriate labor unions before they could be 
fully implemented. At least some elements of each of the following six recommendations 
arguably need to be bargained before implementation: 

• Implementing performance evaluations; 
• Improving discipline policies and procedures; 
• Instituting Field Training Officer program reforms; 
• Implementing an Early Intervention System; 
• Improving policies/systems related to complaint intake, processing, and tracking; and 
• Establishing independent oversight through the Office of Law Enforcement Oversight. 
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The labor unions’ collective bargaining agreements with the Sheriff’s Office form the foundation 
and framework for how employees of that office are managed, disciplined, and compensated. 
The issues involved in the agreements fall under two broad categories: (1) wages and benefits, 
and (2) working conditions. Wages and benefits refer to the compensation afforded employees, 
while working conditions cover a broader range of issues, including discipline, performance 
evaluations, misconduct investigations, training policies, and overtime management. 

The current King County Charter authorizes the King County Executive to negotiate and manage 
the collective bargaining agreements with the unions representing Sheriff’s Office employees. 
This authority includes bargaining working conditions, as well as wages and benefits. While the 
independent, elected Sheriff is consulted on bargaining issues, the Sheriff has neither the 
responsibility nor the authority to negotiate the agreements or settle contract disputes. This 
arrangement creates a structural impediment to an effective and accountable outcome that best 
serves the interests of the public and the employees of the Sheriff’s Office. Three main reasons 
support our conclusion: 

• Accountability: As an elected official, the Sheriff is accountable to King County citizens for 
the leadership of her employees and their performance. The Sheriff is accountable to the 
Executive and County Council for managing the office’s budget. The Sheriff is also 
accountable to the office’s employees for their oversight and safety, as well as a fair and 
effective system of discipline. Under the current King County Charter, the Sheriff is held 
accountable for labor agreement provisions governing working conditions the Sheriff does 
not have the authority to bargain or manage. 

• Priority Setting/Issue Alignment: As part of the bargaining process for the Sheriff’s Office, 
the parties specify which items they intend to bargain. The labor negotiators work for the 
Executive rather than the Sheriff, creating a situation where issues to be bargained are not 
necessarily aligned nor prioritized between the Executive and the Sheriff. 

• Nature of Police Work: The policing and public safety functions of the Sheriff’s Office are 
very different from most other county services, especially because deputies have the 
authority to deprive citizens of their life and liberty. In addition, the quasi-military structure 
of police organizations creates a unique work management environment that is different from 
any other government service. 

Based on the foregoing conclusions, the Blue Ribbon Panel respectfully urges the Charter 
Review Commission to forward a recommendation to the King County Council to amend the 
Charter to give the Sheriff the authority and responsibility to negotiate and manage provisions of 
the labor agreements governing working conditions. Under our recommendation, the King 
County Executive would retain the responsibility and authority to negotiate and manage wages 
and benefits. Since the King County Council has the authority and responsibility to review and 
approve by ordinance all labor union agreements, as well as the annual county budget, the 
appropriate checks and balances are in place to hold the Sheriff accountable for any agreements 
the Sheriff negotiates. 

As an independent, elected official, the King County Sheriff should have the responsibility and 
authority to negotiate and manage working conditions with all labor unions representing 
commissioned and non-commissioned employees of the Sheriff’s Office. Without this authority, 
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it is difficult and unfair for citizens to hold the Sheriff accountable for leadership and oversight 
of the office. This arrangement will lead to an effective and accountable management system by 
allowing the Sheriff to have a meaningful role in negotiating and managing labor agreements of 
the employees the Sheriff is responsible for managing and overseeing. 

The Blue Ribbon Panel learned that our recommended allocation of authority is not uncommon:  

• The King County Superior Court Judges and the King County Prosecuting Attorney have 
similar authority over management rights and working conditions; and 

• Based on a recent survey by the King County Sheriff’s Office, in at least 18 counties the 
elected Sheriff has the final authority over management rights and working conditions 
included in the labor agreements sent for ratification to a council or commission. 

All nine Blue Ribbon Panel members respectfully urge you to consider and support our 
recommendation to revise the King County Charter to give the Sheriff the responsibility and 
authority to bargain and manage labor agreement provisions governing working conditions, but 
not wages and benefits. The Sheriff’s Office, King County government, and our community will 
benefit from your approval of our recommendation. 

Another important panel recommendation requires an amendment to the current King County 
Charter. The panel’s Recommendation 6 provides: “The King County Executive and the King 
County Council should create and fund an Office of Independent Oversight.” The panel’s 
recommendation and nine implementing actions were approved by the Executive and Council 
when they enacted Ordinance 15611 creating an Office of Law Enforcement Oversight in 
October 2006. Implementation of the ordinance is subject to current collective bargaining 
negotiations between the Executive and the King County Police Officers Guild. 

Assuming most of Ordinance 15611 is implemented after completion of the labor negotiations, 
the King County Office of Citizen Complaints-Ombudsman should no longer have oversight 
responsibilities for the Sheriff’s Office. These responsibilities should be performed by the new 
Office of Law Enforcement Oversight. This transfer of responsibilities will require an amend-
ment to the King County Charter. If the ordinance is not implemented, no Charter amendment 
will be needed. 

Thank you for your thorough consideration of our recommended changes to the Charter. 

Sincerely,  

 

Randy Revelle, Chair 

Blue Ribbon Panel 

cc: Ron Sims, King County Executive 
 King County Councilmembers 
 Dan Satterberg, King County Prosecuting Attorney 
 Sue Rahr, King County Sheriff 
 Members, Charter Review Commission 
 Members, King County Sheriff’s Blue Ribbon Panel 
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Ron Sims 

King County Executive 

 
CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION 

 
Mark Yango                                                                                                          701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210 
Charter Review Coordinator                                                                                  Seattle, Washington 98104 

 
King County Charter Review Commission 

Meeting Minutes – September 25, 2007 
NCOB, 5:30pm-7:30pm 

 
The September 12, 2007 meeting of the King County Charter Review Commission was called to 
order by co-chair Governor Mike Lowry at 5:34 p.m. 

Commission members in attendance: 
 
Absent: 
 

Mike Lowry, Co-chair Trisha Bennett 
Lois North, Co-chair Juan Bocanegra 
Doreen Cato John Groen 
Dan Gandara Jim English 
Bryan Glynn Tara Jo Heinecke  
Darcy Goodman Terry Lavender 
Kirstin Haugen Sharon Maeda 
Gregg Hirakawa  
John Jensen  
Gary Long  
Allan Munro  
Sarah Rindlaub  
Mike Wilkins  
James Williams  
 
Staff: 
Mark Yango, Charter Review Coordinator 
Corrie Watterson Bryant, Project Manager, Charter Review Commission 
Becky Spithill, Project Manager, Charter Review Commission 
Charlotte Ohashi, Administrative Assistant, Charter Review Commission  
 
Council and PAO Staff: 
Ross Baker, Council Chief of Staff 
Rebecha Cusack, Council Liaison to the Commission 
Joanne Rasmussen, Council Committee Staff Liaison to the Commission 
Mike Sinsky, Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office 
Jennifer Stacy, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office 
Nick Wagner, Council Co-Liaison to the Commission 
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Guest Speakers: 
Sheriff Sue Rahr  
Scott Noble, County Assessor 
Bob Hirsch, Government Relations Administrator/Wastewater Treatment, Wastewater Treatment 

Division, Department of Natural Resources and Parks 
 
 

1. Opening Remarks and Issue Management and Assignment 
Mike Lowry asked for approval of minutes from the September 12, 2007 meeting; minutes were 
approved as written.  Mark Yango provided explanation about how CRC Co-Chairs and staff 
formed the subcommittees and assigned issues to each.  Issues affecting voters directly, 
including balance of power issues, were assigned to the Government Structure (GS) 
Subcommittee.  Regional, departmental, budget and council issues were assigned to the Regional 
Governance (RG) Subcommittee.  Gary Long lobbied for moving budget and Sheriff’s Office 
issues to the GS Subcommittee. 
 
   

2. Guest speaker presentations 
 
Sheriff Sue Rahr 
Sheriff Rahr made three recommendations: 

• Establish the independence of the Office of the Sheriff by cleaning up charter 
language:  Remove reference to “Department of Public Safety;” eliminate 
reference to Sheriff’s Office as an “executive branch agency,” as well as reference 
to the Executive as the “Chief Peace Officer.”   

• Re-establish the Civil Service Commission:  Civil service rules would be 
appropriately updated and hiring and promotions processes would be streamlined.   

• Authorize the Sheriff to negotiate and manage the labor contracts of Sheriff Office 
employees.  The collective bargaining agreements control not only wages and 
benefits, but more importantly, working conditions.  Under the current charter 
provision, the Sheriff is being held accountable for agreements that she didn’t have 
the direct authority to bargain. 

 
The Sheriff argued that as a separately elected official, she should be granted the statutory 
authority in the charter to negotiate and manage labor agreements with all labor units employed 
by the Sheriff’s Office. 
 
Questions and Answers (paraphrased) 
 
Mr. Munro:  Would this Civil Service Commission engage in the testing, ranking and promotion 
of employees.  Is there an eligibility register?   
Sheriff Rahr:  The Civil Service Examiner provides a ranked list of employees from which the 
Sheriff can select one of the three top candidates. 
 
Mr. Munro:  Can you terminate employees? 
Sheriff Rahr:  I can terminate or suspend an employee, but they can take the decision to the 
arbitration process, where there are extreme delays. 
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Mr. Glynn:  How big is the Civil Service Commission? 
Sheriff Rahr:  A Civil Service Examiner conducts managing and hiring process, and the 
commission itself consists of three people. 
 
Mr. Williams:  How much would the Civil Service Commission cost? 
Sheriff Rahr:  It is not paid.  There would be no increased costs. 
 
Mrs. North:  Who would perform labor negotiations if you had that authority? 
Sheriff Rahr:  Would assign it to employees who would represent me on issues of priority in the 
Sheriff’s Office.  Part of the reason for the elected is to distinguish between the priorities of the 
executive and the Sheriff. 
 
Mrs. North:  Would you have any objection to have the Charter set forth professional 
specifications? 
Sheriff Rahr:  No personal objection but this is inconsistent with allowing voters to have free 
choice.  As an elected, I was more thoroughly vetted by voters than any one employer.  Process 
is very thorough. 
 
Mr. Gandara:  Why should you be elected? 
Sheriff Rahr:  In most counties, the Sheriffs are elected.  This has to do with the structure of 
government and the need for independent leadership.  I work very well with the appointed chiefs 
in Seattle and they find it advantageous to have a Sheriff that can speak out on issues that he or 
she could not otherwise take a position on if he/she were appointed. 
 
Mr. Long:  If there are two people who are responsible for labor negotiations, how is that 
handled? 
Sheriff Rahr:  I would consult with the Executive.  The County Council has final say to ensure 
that I don’t go off track.   
 
Mr. Long:  The contracts address management responsibilities and management rights—is there 
anything there that prevents you from exercising those rights? 
Sheriff Rahr:  They are very limited and our specific concerns must be bargained. 
 
Mr. Larsen:  What are the consequences of delays in discipline? 
Sheriff Rahr:  They are significant.  I have eight arbitrations pending and those came up because 
the people who brought them didn’t think I had control over the arbitration process.  Witnesses 
disappear, memories fade, and it is very difficult to prevail in a situation like that. 
 
Mr. Larsen:  In negotiating labor agreements, don’t you need the Guild? 
Sheriff Rahr:  I did not have the support of the Guild in the last election and I won with 77 
percent majority. 
 
Mr. Glynn:  Sheriff controls the administration of the arbitration process. 
Sheriff Rahr:  Process of enforcing timelines in the agreement; those timelines have been 
allowed to slide.  I have raised this with the Executive many times. 
 
Ms. Goodman:  Under Civil Service, how would things be different? 
Sheriff Rahr:  Through arbitration or a substitute for the Civil Service [Note:  Need legal opinion 
on this.] 
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.
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  disclosure law, you can respond with a letter stating, 1 
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  We need more time.  And that amount of time is open 

  ended.  You can send a letter back saying, It will be 

  responded to sometime in the middle of June 2010, and 

  please let us know if you have any other concerns. 

      Most of it isn't quite as obvious as that, but one 

  thing that does happen very frequently is that county 

  offices will respond just a week of so after the point 

  that that information becomes stale for the purposes 

  of being able to testify at public hearings, put 

  together any sort of opposition to something that 

  might be proposed. 

      I also couldn't agree more with the former 

  Councilmember Derdowski that there should be a strong 

  whistle-blower law within county government.  County 

  employees must be protected for simply being able to 

  tell the truth to a councilmember who stops them in 

  the hall, to the next door neighbor who asks them how 

  a project is going.  It should never, ever, ever, ever 

  be a disciplinary or a terminable offense for a county 

  employee to tell the truth to their neighbor, to their 

  elected councilmember, to a member of the press, to 

  anyone. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you. 

                    MR. KING:  My name is Richard King.
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  And I'm another one of those people who definitely 

  came here to listen and not to talk tonight.  I got 

  inspired by people.  There are two things I'd like to 

  echo. 

      And that I cannot believe that our County Council 

  is allowed to operate without a quorum.  I cannot -- I 

  just cannot believe that we would allow that procedure 

  to go on. 

      I also -- as a -- as somebody who was once upon a 

  time in the military and punished from being a 

  whistle-blower, I would like to say that I think it's 

  very important that we do have very strong protection 

  for whistle-blowers.  I can't urge you strongly enough 

  to implement that. 

      I would like to just also briefly address the 

  issue that one of the previous speakers brought up 

  about signature gatherers for initiatives and other 

  processes.  I don't like to see a lot of people from 

  out of state flooding our city and county to gather 

  signatures for initiatives. 

      However, I would urge you one caution in thinking 

  about this.  Please do not demand that signature 

  gatherers have a designated place of residence.  I 

  work at the University District Youth Center.  We have
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  get paid -- I will admit, do get paid to gather 

  signatures, but many of them also gather signatures on 

  -- for a gratis on the issues that affect their lives. 

      They don't have a fixed place of abode, and to put 

  in something in place that would prohibit them from 

  gathering signatures would be a disservice.  Thank 

  you. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you.  I think we 

  have time for one more comment if anyone would like to 

  present.  We'll bring you up again. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  You can't keep a good 

  elected official down. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  I think we've been 

  honored by several former officials being here 

  tonight. 

                    MR. CHARNLEY:  As I stated the first 

  time I was up here, there's so many friends in the 

  audience here that I've had the pleasure of working 

  with, sometimes arguing against.  It's old-home week. 

      This idea of unincorporated and corporated has 

  sort of been in the back of mind all along because I 

  chaired a local government committee in the house for 

  some years, and one of the issues was:  What do you do 

  about an area that becomes dense enough in population
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Monday, July 16, 2007 5:15 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 5:14:32 PM, on Monday, July 16, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Teresa

last: Kluver

streetAddress: 32803 SE 44th Street

city: Fall City

state: WA

zip: 98024

email: tkluver@comcast.net

phone: 425-222-4576

suggestions: 1. Return a certain percentage of county tax revenues to the area from which 
they were generated.

2. Greater focus on meeting the needs of rural areas.

why: 1. Provides an assurance for an equalization of local benefits - parks, trails, 
streets, in less populated areas.

2. The needs of rural areas are often overshadowed by the larger voting populaces and 
appear under-represented.

_________________________________________
User IP Address:67.170.26.87
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 7.0; Windows NT 5.1; .NET CLR 1.1.4322)

Kluver, Teresa
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Monday, April 09, 2007 1:44 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 1:44:12 PM, on Monday, April 09, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Linde

last: Knighton

email: waprog2@yahoo.com

textarea: We need to take advantage of our charter staus to help lead the way to a better 
primary by voting through Instant Runoff Voting in King County, as Pierce County has done.
It saves enormous amounts of money after the initial changeover, and really cuts out 
mudslinging campaigns.
I would like to see someone in the Charter Review committee from another party than the 
Republican or Democratic. It would be refreshing to finally have a non-partisan point of 
view.

checkbox: checkbox

_________________________________________
User IP Address:64.40.60.170
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows 98)

Knighton, Linde
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

  separately taxed from the King County Library System. 

  I understand that they've got a similar large city of 

  Everett but that Everett distributes its materials 

  across more of the county than Seattle does.  And what 

  we're trying to do is see, is there anything that could 

  be tweaked in the charter so that a beneficial change 

  could be made to try to have some accountability of the 

  monies and what's being done in the King County Library 

  System. 

          COMMISSIONER BENNETT:  Thank you. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  That's very helpful. 

          Next we'll hear from Linda Kochmar, your 

  representative. 

          (Applause) 

          LINDA KOCHMAR:  Very nice to meet you, 

  Mr. Williams.  I understand you're from Federal Way? 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  I am from Federal Way. 

  Call me James. 

          LINDA KOCHMAR:  James; and of course I know 

  Trisha and Skip. 

          I'm here on behalf of the Federal Way City 

  Council who passed a resolution.  We actually sent a 

  letter to the County Council supporting the nonpartisan 

  position, to have the elected officials at the county
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  issues.  I could talk about the annexation of the 

  freeway, I could talk about regional issues, but I'm 

  going to confine my talk tonight on the nonpartisan 

  issue. 

          This is the home of the 30th District 

  Democrats.  This is where the 30th District meets, and 

  as a nonpartisan official I want to feel free to go to 

  either party, either Republican or Democrat, and not 

  feel that I have to wait to have an invitation because 

  we are elected to serve everyone.  And I've heard 

  people say before, why does it make a difference 

  whether you're nonpartisan or affiliated with a party? 

  The difference is this:  When you're in a body of 

  elected officials, and with Pete it's nine members, 

  with the City Council it's seven members, all you need 

  is a majority to reach a consensus.  So in a 

  seven-member body, it's four people.  Four people in 

  this Federal Way area essentially can control the vote. 

  It's difficult enough -- and in a nine-member body it's 

  five people. 

          It's difficult enough when you're nonpartisan. 

  It's even more difficult when you have party 

  affiliations because then you are coerced, is kind of a 

  pleasant word to say that, to vote a certain way, and I
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  think that our elected officials should be there to 1 
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  serve all of us.  We all have strong opinions.  We all 

  have strong egos.  I didn't know I had one, but I found 

  out I did, and we all have -- 

          I think the thing that identifies most elected 

  officials is they want to make a change, and they think 

  that what they believe is going to serve their 

  constituents the best.  And so how do you arrive at a 

  consensus when you're serving on a body.  Skip is in a 

  body.  He's in a body of, let's see, with the 

  representatives it's 99? 

          SKIP PRIEST:  Ninety-eight. 

          LINDA KOCHMAR:  Ninety-eight?  And it's very 

  difficult in a body of 98 people to come to a 

  consensus, and he's dealing with partisan issues all 

  the time. 

          So what I want to make you understand is how 

  difficult it is to serve on a body of folks, to deal 

  with all of the issues, to deal with all of your 

  personal issues, and then to deal with partisan issues 

  on top of it all. 

          And so what I'd like to read into the record 

  are a couple of thoughts.  County work is not ideo- -- 

  sorry.  Council work is not -- 

          In the past eight years only 16 of over 3500
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  measures approved by the county council were voted 1 
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  along partisan lines.  This is less than one-half of 

  one percent.  There is no such thing as Republican 

  pothole or Democrat pothole. 

          The word I was trying to use is ideological. 

          Party primary problems and voter choice.  This 

  change if you were to choose nonpartisan county 

  officials would then give back the freedom of choice to 

  voters so that when you vote in a primary then you then 

  could have freedom of choice.  You don't have to pick 

  two people from either the Republican party or two 

  people from the Democrat party. 

          It would increase competition in elections. 

  Parties limit competition.  Many decisions in a 

  partisan race are made behind closed doors well before 

  the public has a say. 

          And then nonpartisan partners.  Most of your 

  City Council, your hospitals, your water, sewer, your 

  fire are all nonpartisan positions.  I've never 

  understood why the County Council would have to be 

  partisan.  It didn't make sense to me, and so when I'm 

  dealing with the County Council, I'm very thankful that 

  I have Pete to talk to.  I feel very comfortable in 

  talking with my County Council official.  However, I do 

  not feel comfortable at times talking to some of the
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  other County Council officials.  I would feel more 1 
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  comfortable if there was less partisanship. 

          We're all working on your behalf, and we're 

  working together for you locally. 

          I've got to tell you a joke.  One time I went 

  to hear the Secretary of Transportation, Norm Mineta, 

  under Clinton give a speech, and he was saying that he 

  was a mayor in a town, a large city before he went to 

  become Secretary of Transportation, and he was in his 

  office when he heard somebody in the outer office say, 

  I have a pothole.  I want it fixed.  I'm not going to 

  take no for an answer and I'm not going to talk to 

  anybody lower than the mayor.  And Mayor Mineta came 

  out and said, "There is nobody lower than the mayor." 

          The reason I'm telling you that is because it's 

  very, very difficult for us to be in the positions we 

  are, to try and do a good job, and a lot of the things 

  that affect all of you are things that are both local 

  and regional in your cities and in your county; very 

  difficult for us to work for you.  I simply cannot 

  understand why the County Council would not be 

  nonpartisan. 

          And then finally, there's a lot of support for 

  nonpartisanship.  The Municipal League in 1967, as 

  early as 1967 endorsed the idea of nonpartisanship.  In
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  2005 the League of Women Voters publicly supported 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

  making the positions nonpartisan, and over the years 

  there have been various different members of the County 

  Council supporting nonpartisan positions, and currently 

  it is Pete von Reichbauer. 

          And so what I want to say to you is I sincerely 

  hope that you will look at that very, very seriously. 

  Take the partisanship out of the race and put it back, 

  really, in the hands of the voters.  Thank you. 

          (Applause) 

          COMMISSIONER BENNETT:  Thank you, Linda. 

          Councilman von Reichbauer is here, and you do 

  so much for our community.  I was wondering if -- We'd 

  like to invite you, if you would like, to make some 

  comments. 

          COUNCILMEMBER VON REICHBAUER:  No.  I would 

  rather listen than talk. 

          COMMISSIONER BENNETT:  You'd rather listen than 

  talk? 

          COUNCILMEMBER VON REICHBAUER:  Yes. 

          COMMISSIONER BENNETT:  All right. 

          COUNCILMEMBER VON REICHBAUER:  Thank you very 

  much. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Thank you for being 

  here, sir.
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            KEN KONIGSMARK:  Hi.  Ken Konigsmark.  I live  1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

  right up the hill, 5713 285th Avenue Southeast, out      

  here by Preston.                                         

            I want to state up front that I do have some   

  knowledge of King County affairs, having served on       

  about every committee that one can serve on that way     

  from Rural Forest Commission, CAO Advisory Committee,    

  Smart Growth Advisory Committee and the Citizens Open    

  Space Committee and more.  I've also been involved in    

  pretty much every rural issue that's been before the     

  council for the last ten years and on all of the comp    

  plan and land use issues in many cases too.              

            With that as background, the first             

  recommendation I would like to see is in the charter     

  the creation of a rural advisory commission to advise    

  the council on rural affairs.  When it came to issues    

  like the terrible debate over large churches and         

  schools being sited in the rural area, there was no      

  advisory body that could consider the issue, provide     

  advice and feedback on impacts and concerns; and I       

  ended up doing this on my own time and creating sort of  

  my own self-advisory committee on that, on rural         

  wineries, on many other issues that have come before     

  the council.                                             

            The unincorporated area affairs councils do   
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  not meet the need.  They're narrow in focus and          1 
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  geographic region and narrow on the issues that they     

  review and provide feedback on.  The same is true of     

  the Ag Commission and Rural Forest Commission.  Very     

  narrow in the focus of what they deal on.                

            Yet there are many issues on the rural policy  

  that come before the council and they do need the input  

  of a broad range of rural citizens from all of the       

  rural area of King County, and it would make eminent     

  sense to have a rural advisory commission populated by   

  people from throughout the rural area.                   

            The second issue -- Kathy's got 44; I could    

  go on all night too.  But I'll limit it.                 

            This one has been a pet peeve of mine for a    

  while.  I don't know how and where or if it fits in the  

  charter, but the whole concept that King County Parks    

  must become a revenue-generating operation is an         

  affront to the management of proper parks and open       

  space in this county.  It puts pressure on the Parks     

  Department, who is starved for cash, to sell off our     

  public assets, whether it's signage in parks or          

  concessions or whatever it may be; and that's not the    

  reason we've invested the money to buy the open space    

  and to create the parks.  And I would like to see the    

  charter clearly state that a fundamental goal of the    
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  county is to provide unfettered open space for the       1 
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  citizens of this county, unaffected by the need to       

  create revenue to keep it open and to also provide       

  enough maintenance fund to keep the parks running.       

            So the third issue -- and I could go on all    

  night on that one -- again, I've been involved in lots   

  of land use issues and it drives me crazy to see the     

  council freely give upzones to private property owners,  

  increasing their zoning, making them instant             

  millionaires, when in fact we also have an existing      

  transfer of development rights program in this county    

  where we should be making those private owners buy the   

  density credits that they intend to use to realize that  

  so many increased.                                       

            We created a transfer of development rights    

  program, but we're crippling it by giving free upzones   

  to owners.  Fine, if there are areas where added         

  density is desired and necessary with proper growth      

  management, let's do that; but make it only realizable   

  for the private owner if they buy those density credits  

  out of the TDR.  Then we can strengthen both of those    

  programs.                                                

            Similarly, I'm more green than anything; but   

  I'll also say the council should not downzone            

  properties without compensating the landowners as well. 
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  should give those landowners a fair value as well.       

            And finally, on property tax structure, I do   

  think rural parcels are overly taxed compared to what    

  the services provided are; and the example I throw out   

  immediately is a critical areas ordinance.  And I was    

  on the committee.  I spoke against the whole idea that   

  a landowner, if applying for a permit, would lose the    

  rights to use 65 percent of their property and be told   

  they can't use it when you apply for a permit.  And yet  

  there's no compensation and no tax reduction.            

            My suggestion at the time was if the intent    

  of the CAO is to create better salmon habitat and        

  protect what habitat we have left, which is primarily    

  in the rural area and that burden is borne by rural      

  residents, then give them the corresponding tax          

  reduction for keeping that property in open space.  And  

  the same would hold true in the forest zone.             

            So to keep the county from going broke, shift  

  that equal corresponding value of tax assessment and     

  spread it across all urban parcels, which would be       

  pennies on the parcel; and that way all of the           

  population of Puget Sound is buying into the concept of  

  saving the remaining habitat, protecting what we have    

  left for salmon and not putting the burden solely on    
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  upon by this policy.                                     

            And it would seem to be more fair, it would    

  seem to level the burden of tax across all the citizens  

  who have had impacts to salmon and to Puget Sound and    

  it's a much fairer approach.  Thank you.                 

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you very much.      

            Alan Dujenski.                                 

            ALAN DUJENSKI:  My name is Alan Dujenski and   

  I'm from Woodinville and I don't have anything profound  

  as a lot of the previous speakers had to say; but I had  

  one observation I just wanted to pass on to the          

  Commission in that my wife and I and the neighbors       

  would sit out on the porch at night and discuss the      

  politics and sit there and complain and have our cup of  

  coffee and maybe a cigar and this has gone on for years  

  and finally we decided we needed to do more, we needed   

  to get involved and we've started to try to understand   

  what's happening down in Olympia and what's happening    

  in King County.                                          

            Now, to be honest, we have had a lot of        

  disparaging remarks about King County Council:  "What    

  are those people thinking down there?"  And "Why are     

  they coming up with this?"  Well, recently I had a       

  chance to try to read through the charter.  And people  
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            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Mr. Nelson, if you went   1 
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  to an at large system, wouldn't that possibly leave      

  people in the rural areas heavily underutilized by the   

  candidates when they're not looking for votes?           

            GOODSPACE GUY NELSON:  Well, that's a good     

  point.  But when you have a positive system where        

  you're not running against people, where you're running  

  to raise the living standard, the quality of life,       

  basically our living standard and our quality of life    

  rests on the principles of economics and the principles  

  of economics are nonpartisan.  So if you have people of  

  goodwill who don't have to tear down their opponent,     

  who have studied economics, these people who generally   

  use the principle of economics as a base for raising     

  the living standard; and I think the principles of       

  economics work out in the rural areas as in the city.    

  But I suspect you would be surprised who your friends    

  are.                                                     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you.                

            Are there any other comments from the          

  Commission or --                                         

            Please, sir.                                   

            KEN KONIGSMARK:  Ken Konigsmark.  I like your  

  suggestion.  I would like to see the council expanded;   

  but I think the key distinction would be the charter    
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  all districts must include rural areas of the county to  

  address what Kathy is getting at, that we don't need     

  more urban councilmen.  What we do need is districts     

  that include urban and rural so there's a                

  responsibility and ownership of at least half the        

  council having some constituencies in the rural area     

  they're responsible for.  And I think the charter could  

  do this.                                                 

            COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  Ken, could I ask you   

  a question?                                              

            KEN KONIGSMARK:  Sure.                         

            COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  I'm trying to imagine  

  how you draw that map.                                   

            KEN KONIGSMARK:  Long skinny pieces.           

            COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  One person, one vote   

  and so that's what you're proposing is a long stripe.    

            KEN KONIGSMARK:  You would have to make it     

  long and skinny; but from urban to rural, across --      

  Ideally, in my mind, it would be urban, rural and        

  forest zone in each district so that there's that        

  responsibility for all of those functions in the         

  county.                                                  

            COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  Okay.                  

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Mr. Nixon.               

Konigsmark, Ken
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Tuesday, August 07, 2007 11:40 AM
To: Watterson Bryant, Corrie; Do, Hong-Nhi
Cc: Reamer, Grace
Subject: FW: Comments

Thanks Grace. 

Corrie/Hong-Nhi,

Can we make sure to get these issues into the issuetracker. An easy copy and paste.

Thanks,
Mark 

-----Original Message-----
From: Reamer, Grace
Sent: Tuesday, August 07, 2007 11:37 AM
To: 'antonykyre@hotmail.com'
Cc: Lambert, Kathy; Yango, Mark
Subject: RE: Comments

Dear Tony,

Thank you very much for contacting Councilmember Lambert with your comments about King 
County Charter amendments and suggestions. We appreciate your willingness to participate 
in this important public policy discussion, and we will be glad to share your comments 
with the Charter Review Commission. The 21-member commission will be reviewing public 
comments and using them to develop a list of recommendations this fall. Additional public 
comment will be requested about the recommendations before they are presented to the 
Council early next year. The Council also will solicit public comment about what charter 
amendments to put before voters on the ballot. Thanks again for your comments, and please 
keep us informed about your concerns.

Sincerely,

Grace Reamer
Legislative Aide
King County Councilmember Kathy Lambert
District 3
(206) 296-0331

-----Original Message-----
From: Tony P. [mailto:antonykyre@hotmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 04, 2007 3:44 AM
To: Lambert, Kathy
Subject: Comments

I know I mentioned some of these before, but I feel they are important.

1. I feel a nine member council isn't big enough for our county population. 
Would it be possible for the county council to put it to a vote, to voters, to increase 
the council size to 13?

2. I would happen to prefer non-partisan elections in our county. It would force voters to
look at the candidate rather than blindly following a party.

3. I would be in favour of a non-partisan elected Director of Elections. If the county 
Executive gets to choose the Director of Elections, and if the Executive happens to be 

Kyre, Antony



2

elected, then we're letting an elected person (the
Executive) choose a person to head our elections (the Director of Elections), which seems 
to be a conflict of interest given that consecutive terms for the Executive are permitted.

4. I want the Sheriff to be elected by the people. I feel this way we keep corruption to a
minimum. If a Sheriff doesn't respect enough people, the Sheriff isn't going to be re-
elected. I'm already pretty dissatisfied with King county law enforcement. I kind of wish 
I lived within city limits away from them.

5. About "Rural/unincorporated governance", here is my opinion. Increase the county 
council to 13 members by a vote. However, guarantee that the Eastside gets 3 members to 
themselves, but each of those 3 members will have a weighted vote based on population (so 
we don't violate the one person, one vote thing SCOTUS has ruled on).

6. I am for Ranked Choice Voting by the way.

7. To allow citizens initiative to change the charter brings up some serious problems. 
Those in the Eastside are so underrepresented that those in Seattle could "rule" those in 
the rural areas. Perhaps instead, allowing citizens to initiative, and once the threshold 
is reached for number of signatures, the council first votes on it, then the people.

_________________________________________________________________
Tease your brain--play Clink! Win cool prizes! 
http://club.live.com/clink.aspx?icid=clink_hotmailtextlink2

Kyre, Antony



                                                 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

                                                 

                                                 

              KING COUNTY                        

               2007-2008                         

       CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION                 

             PUBLIC HEARING                      

                                                 

                                                 

                                                 

  BEFORE:                                        

                                                 

       JOHN JENSEN (CHAIRPERSON), COMMISSIONER   

       TERRY LAVENDER, COMMISSIONER              

       MIKE LOWRY, COMMISSIONER                  

       ALLAN MUNRO, COMMISSIONER                 

       KATHY LAMBERT, COUNCILMEMBER              

                                                 

  ALSO PRESENT:                                  

       KIRSTIN HAUGEN, COMMISSIONER              

                                                 

                                                 

                                                 

                                                 

        Preston Community Center                 

         8625 310th Avenue S.E.                  

          Issaquah, Washington                   

                                                 

               6:30 p.m.                         

             June 21, 2007                       

                                                

Lamana, Peter 



  in the future.                                           1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

            Thank you very much.                           

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Nixon.     

            (Applause)                                     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Peter, how do you say     

  your last name?                                          

            PETER LAMANA:  Lamana.                         

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Lamana, thank you.        

            PETER LAMANA:  Good evening.  My name is       

  Peter Lamana from Woodinville.                           

            Kathy, help me out here.  Refresh my memory.   

  How much of the property in King County percentage-wise  

  is owned by government?                                  

            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  72 percent is open     

  space.                                                   

            PETER LAMANA:  Okay.  And how much is under    

  the control of King County Government?                   

            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  It's less than that    

  because there's federal lands and State lands.  I don't  

  have that off the top of my head.                        

            PETER LAMANA:  Okay.  I've seen over the       

  years the King County Government involved in a lot of    

  real estate transactions, some of these very large       

  numbers.  I would like to see an amendment where maybe   

  at a specific level that these real estate transactions 
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  county residents.  Thank you.                            

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you.                

            Dave Schneidler, are you interested in         

  speaking?  You have a question mark.                     

            (No response)                                  

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Is there anybody else     

  interested in speaking?  Anybody heard something that    

  made them --                                             

            Please, come up, sir.  Please state your       

  name.                                                    

            RICK RANSOM:  Rick Ransom.  I'm kind of a      

  long time resident of the valley.  My great grandfather  

  homesteaded out here, so we've only been here for 130    

  years or so.  So we have a little bit of knowledge.  We  

  have a small farm left from the original homestead.      

  But what we found is over the course of time the         

  ability to live there has been taken away; and it's      

  very unfortunate because even during the last flood,     

  all the knowledge that was passed on to me about living  

  there and the height of the water and stuff, my parents  

  were right.  They hit it within a few inches.  So I      

  would say that there's a little tribal knowledge that    

  we might have.  But it would be nice if we didn't have   

  to give up everything in my case that we've lived       
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  presenting before the entire commission next Tuesday;    

  but I would like to give her an opportunity to say       

  hello and welcome to the meeting.                        

            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  Thank you very much.   

  What a pleasure to be here, and I want you to know that  

  you hold the record.  I think that we have more          

  citizens here at this meeting than at any of the other   

  ones.  So give yourselves a round of applause.           

            (Applause)                                     

            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  I'm really proud of    

  you coming tonight because there are many things that    

  need to be changed in our charter; and I sat down and    

  looked through the charter from cover to cover one day   

  just to see what did I think.  If I were to sit down     

  and rewrite this charter, what would I change?  And      

  there were 44 things that I would change if I had the    

  power to do that all at once; and for each of those 44   

  changes, there was an incident that happened that in my  

  mind was not good government.  And so I want to make     

  sure that we look at what's happening in the county and  

  what can we do to change our charter so we stay on a     

  course that we as citizens feel is a representation of   

  us as a people and that this is our government and we    

  have control over what we can expect.  And as the       
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  that's what we have.                                     

            So I will be speaking next week before all of  

  you illustrious members and giving you all 44 of the     

  different ideas.  And not that I expect that they're     

  all going to be changed, but it gives a flavor of what   

  needs to be done differently in King County.             

            And I feel that there's a lot of division in   

  King County.  We have decided that there are certain     

  land use patterns; and we've agreed to those land use    

  patterns, that there's urban and there's suburban and    

  there's rural.  And what has not happened in my mind is  

  that there's been a respect for what each of those       

  three divisions brings to the entire county.             

            One of the things that drives me over the      

  edge is when we talk about the rural subsidy.  Because   

  we're rural, they say that we can't have any shopping    

  centers and so our taxing dollars are spent in urban     

  areas and they give us no credit for the fact that we    

  spend money.  I think all of you go spend money.  You    

  buy all kinds of items.  And they should from the        

  demographics be able to figure out what our income       

  level is and therefore what are we going to be spending  

  in taxable dollars and give that as a credit back to us  

  to make sure that we get that much credit in the amount 
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  they're saying they subsidize us $40 million a year and  

  therefore they have the right to do certain things.      

  And I think that that is something we need to stop.      

            So those are the kinds of things that are in   

  here; and I'm excited about sharing the specifics,       

  which I'm sure I'll need to have some NoDoz so I keep    

  you awake.  But they're important to make sure we're     

  staying the course.  So that's why we took the time to   

  look through the charter and do that.                    

            I'm really excited you're here.  I think it's  

  important for the commissioners to know that we are a    

  rural area, an unincorporated area and that we expect    

  top government.  We're proud of the regional services    

  King County provides, and I would say King County does   

  a very good job of providing rural services.  But that   

  is not their primary function.  Their primary function   

  is to provide local services, and I would not give a     

  good grade on the local service provision because we     

  get what's left over.  So we're doing a very good job    

  of feeding the masses, but we're letting our own         

  children starve and that's not the way things should be  

  run.                                                     

            Do I have one more minute?                     

            CITIZEN:  Would you please explain, because   
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  subsidizing us?  In what way?  Can you give us some of   

  the details on that?                                     

            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  Just what I was        

  saying.                                                  

            CITIZEN:  I've never been able to understand   

  that.                                                    

            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  They can look at Bell  

  Square, say, for instance.  A lot of tax dollars spent   

  in Bellevue Square.  And so that money is allocated out  

  that that's how much came in from Bellevue.  Now, we     

  know that everybody that's shopping in Bellevue Square   

  is not from Bellevue.  I'm not from Bellevue and I, my   

  husband will tell you, shop there too often.  So the     

  issue is that Bellevue gets the credit for being the     

  enterprise that generates that kind of tax dollars.      

            Out here we don't have Bellevue Square, and    

  so we don't have a place where we can generate that      

  because the land use does not allow us to have the       

  capacity for us to buy cars or whatever in the quantity  

  that you can in other cities.  So we don't get the       

  credit for generating those kind of tax dollars.  And    

  so they say that we didn't bring as much in; therefore,  

  they're subsidizing us.                                  

            CITIZEN:  But we're paying more taxes total   
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            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  Probably.  Yeah.  So   

  that's why that is not a good argument and the kind of   

  thing that I think needs to be changed.                  

            So anyways, it's very exciting to be here;     

  and I'm thankful that we have you here.  I thank you     

  for all the preparation I know you have put into doing   

  this.  Thank you.                                        

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Well, the focus of this   

  meeting is hearing from you, so we are going to get      

  right to that.                                           

            One thing, another commissioner did come in.   

  Kirstin Haugen, from Mercury Consulting, is in the back  

  of the room.                                             

            If you could just raise your hand, Kirstin.    

            That way after the meeting you can find one    

  of us to talk to.                                        

            I'm going to run through these.  We've got     

  two or three maybes.                                     

            Mr. and Mrs. Robinson?  Would you like to      

  speak?                                                   

            Mrs. Robinson, you will be right after --      

            GARY ROBINSON:  Well, there may only be one    

  of us that speaks.                                       

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Can you go to the        
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  the unincorporated area councils be strengthened and     

  cover more areas.  There could be a rural advisory       

  commission.  There are a lot of different options.       

            It could be something as easy as keeping the   

  government that we have but making sure that those who   

  represent rural areas have more staff and more money in  

  their budget to take care of --                          

            (Applause and Laughter)                        

            COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  I mean, a lot of       

  issues you talk about are constituent issues, things     

  that you want service from your government; and the      

  nine county council people divide everything up          

  equally, whether they're primarily a local government    

  provider or not.                                         

            So there's a full range of ways you might      

  look at trying to address this question, and so I'm      

  interested in your thoughts as to where you think the    

  appropriate solutions are or how you see them.           

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  The gentleman in the      

  back.                                                    

            COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  To the microphone.     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Unfortunately you do      

  have to come up to the microphone, please.               

            MATT LARSON:  Good evening.  I'm Matt Larson, 
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  tonight with any specific ideas to speak, other than to  

  listen; but I guess I wanted to respond to what you      

  just said about townships or some sort of                

  representation of those county areas for local           

  representation.                                          

            Kathy does a remarkable job being responsive   

  out here to the rural areas; and every time I have a     

  concern and raise it to her, she is responsive and so    

  is her staff.  However, there's a number of times where  

  there's been issues of conflict or relative to maybe     

  Fall City and the Mayor Ken Hearing, who is back there   

  too, sits with me.  We have the Snoqualmie City          

  Government Association.  The Cities of Duvall and        

  Carnation are within Snoqualmie.  But I don't know how   

  Ken feels, but I feel that Fall City's voice is sort of  

  left out of that and Kathy often tries to attend those   

  SVGA meetings, but she can't immerse herself in the      

  details of Fall City given the size of her district and  

  all she has to travel.  And so I just want to share the  

  perspective that I would as a mayor in the valley here   

  fully welcome -- and often Kathy shared with me that     

  there's been merchants at Fall City that sometimes       

  meet.  That's not an appropriate representative body of  

  that city down there.  And this is a city similar to    
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  it's on our SVGA group or -- that could immerse          

  themselves in more details, be in conversation with      

  local mayors and councilmembers and convey that advice   

  or that perspective to their representative of the       

  county council such as Kathy and others.                 

            And so I just wanted to respond to that and    

  say I would value that, something in the charter that    

  gave up a mechanism.  And I've heard some Fall City      

  residents express that same sentiment that, "Hey, we     

  should have a bigger voice" or that they could           

  formulate a voice in representation.                     

            COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  Could I just --        

            A lot of the rural residents don't live in an  

  area that's even as much of a town as Fall City is.      

            MATT LARSON:  Sure.                            

            COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  So do you see -- when  

  you're describing this township, are you talking about   

  the Fall City organization; or are you talking about     

  the whole rural area?                                    

            MATT LARSON:  Well, since I'm being friendly   

  to Fall City -- because it is like many people say       

  there is the City of Fall City but most people it        

  doesn't even occur to them that Fall City is different   

  than, say, Carnation or Snoqualmie or North Bend; and   
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  issues there often Ron Sims is kind of the mayor of      

  Fall City along with the rural areas and for the         

  obvious reasons Ron Sims would not be as available as    

  the mayor -- as other mayors in the valley.              

            But I guess it certainly wouldn't be adverse   

  to having a voice.  I don't know where you call --       

  There's no city limit to Fall City, so it spills all     

  the way up into Lake Alice and other areas around the    

  valley.                                                  

            Thank you.                                     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thanks, Mr. Larson.       

            Please, come up.                               

            SUSAN MILLER:  Thanks.  My name is Susan       

  Miller.  I consider myself a Fall City resident.  I'm    

  really an unincorporated resident.  It's truly a no      

  man's land.  I've been here three years, and it's been   

  a fascinating experience to move from Seattle to here.   

  I never knew my elected officials in Seattle, even       

  though I was a public employee all my life.  I'm         

  retired.  I now would say that I almost know Kathy on a  

  first name basis.  She's seen me in enough meetings.     

            I'm very involved in the FCCA, Fall City       

  Community Association, and the first --  What county     

  departments impact us the most.  The first I            
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The April 24, 2007 meeting of the King County Charter Review Commission (CRC) was called 
to order by co-chair Mike Lowry at 5:37 p.m. 
 
Commission members in attendance: 
Mike Lowry, Co-chair 
Lois North, Co-chair 
Juan Bocanegra 
Doreen Cato 
Jim English 
Dan Gandara 
Kirsten Haugen 
Tara Jo Heinecke 
John Jensen 
Terry Lavender 
Allan Munro 
Sarah Rindlaub 
Mike Wilkins 
James Williams 
 
Absent: 
Trisha Ann Bennett 
Bryan Glynn 
John Groen 
Darcy Goodman 
Gregg Hirakawa 
Gary Long 
Sharon Maeda 
 
Staff: 
Mark Yango, Charter Review Coordinator 
Corrie Watterson Bryant, Project Manager, Charter Review Commission 
Charlotte Ohashi, Administrative Assistant, Charter Review Commission 
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Council and PAO Staff: 
Ross Baker, Chief of Staff, King County Council 
Rebecha Cusack, Legislative Lead Analyst, King County Council 
Grace Reamer, Legislative Aide, District 3, King County Council 
Mike Sinsky, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office 
 
Guests: 
Christel Brunnenkant, King County League of Women Voters  
James Burrows 
Virginia Gunby 
Miriam Helgeland 
Robert Hill 
Lindsay Nussbaum 
Sonny Putter, Suburban Cities Association 
Lucy Steers, The Municipal League of King County 
 
 

1. Opening Remarks and Introductions 
Mike Lowry made introductory comments and asked for approval of the minutes from the March 
27, 2007 meeting. An amendment was made to change:  Public Outreach, page 4, paragraph 3 
to read: “The number of outreach meetings will be decided at the next meeting on April 24, 
2007.” The minutes were accepted as amended. 
 

2. Guest Speakers 
Christel Brunnenkant, Chair of the League of Women Voters (LWV) King County Coordinating 
Council, described LWV as a non-partisan organization made up of volunteers who believe in 
good government. LWV supports forms of government that are representative of the areas 
governed.  
 
LWV presented their initial comments on the charter: 
 

1. The regional committees should be continued and their functions reviewed.   
2. CRC recommendations to the County Council should be automatically placed on the next 

general election ballot. 
3. Voters should be given the opportunity to decide whether King County elected positions 

should be partisan or non-partisan. 
4. County positions requiring technical expertise (including the Elections director) should 

be appointed, while those requiring representation of the people (such as the Council and 
school boards) should be elected.   

5. Campaigns at every level of government should be publicly financed.  
 

A lengthy discussion of Ms. Brunnenkant’s comments ensued.  
 
Ms. Brunnenkant answered questions from Allan Munro and John Jensen regarding whether the 
Assessor and Elections Director should be elected, responding that the LWV believes that 
technical positions such as these should be appointed. She believes that candidates running for 
office are not necessarily fully qualified, while there is a better chance that an appointee will be 
well qualified for their position. She offered the Executive’s yearlong search to replace the 
previous Elections Director as evidence that the county is seeking a highly competent employee. 
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Ms. Brunnenkant believes the previous Elections Director was technically competent, while 
noting that the infrastructure of the Elections Department does need work. 
 
Sarah Rindlaub asked why the LWV believes that the public should decide whether elected 
positions should be partisan. Ms. Brunnenkant responded that the city governments in the county 
are mostly non-partisan, while the county is partisan, and this difference can create difficulty in 
the relations between the county and the cities. She offered that the county’s main function is to 
provide basic infrastructure services, which is not a partisan issue. She summarized that 
partisanship can be an obstacle.  
 
Ms. Brunnenkant responded to a question by Doreen Cato about descriptive titles for ballot 
initiatives. 
 
 
Lucy Steers, of The Municipal League of King County (Muni League), presented her organization’s 
charter issues to the CRC. The Muni League believes that: 
 

1. Partisanship issues should be placed on the ballot; a thorough public debate on partisan 
vs. non-partisan positions is called for. The Muni League agrees with the LWV that policy 
makers should be elected, and administrators appointed.  

2. Most rural areas feel unrepresented and unheard. The perception in rural areas is of a lack 
of representation and unfairness in county government’s policies. Council members are 
primarily from urban areas, which have separate municipal governments. The League is 
beginning a study of property rights issues in King County. 

3. Amend the Charter to allow future Charter changes to be made by citizen initiative. The 
LWV feels that the Council’s role as gatekeeper of Charter amendments may be too 
restrictive. One question, if this proposal is considered by the CRC, is whether the 
required number of signatures should be higher for Charter changes than for other 
initiatives. 

4. The 1997 CRC found that the Regional Committees were not as successful as they could 
be. The CRC recommended a number of changes, including a deadline for council action 
on Regional Committee recommendations.  

5. The Ethics Board and Ombudsman need to be reviewed to ensure their offices are 
fulfilling their original intent and mission. 

 
A discussion of the Muni League’s comments ensued.  
 
Lois North asked for more details on the Muni League’s support for amending the charter by 
initiative. Ms. Steers responded that the Muni League would consider sponsoring a citizen 
initiative to sponsor this change. She added that this is a difficult issue for the Council. 
 
Dan Gandara wondered if electing (rather than appointing) public officials assures their 
independence, as is often claimed. Ms. Steers replied that there is still a measure of 
accountability for appointed officials, because if citizens are unhappy with their performance, the 
public will make life hard for their elected bosses. 
 
Juan Bocanegra asked if the League had ever studied the impact of gentrification on King 
County. Ms. Steers said they had not, but she thought it was a great idea for future study. James 
Williams wondered if the Muni League had investigated public financing for campaigns. Ms. 
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Steers answered that they had taken a position on it, largely because the state, not the county, has 
control over those regulations.  Initiative 134 of 1993 prohibited local governments from having 
public financing programs. She noted that public financing did work well prior to its prohibition.   
 
Terry Lavender asked Ms. Steers about the CRC’s public outreach meetings. She recommended 
that the CRC conduct hearings in small cities and in the rural areas of the county. She also 
advised commissioners to review the final report of the 1997 CRC.  
 
Responding to a comment from Jim English about representation in unincorporated areas of the 
county, Ms. Steers noted that Mary Margaret Haugen, in 1995, proposed a package of 
unincorporated areas legislation to address many of these issues. The Muni League would like to 
resurrect this package of legislation.  
 
 

3. Outreach Efforts 
Mark Yango reviewed outreach efforts to date. Letters requesting participation in the charter 
review process were sent to 360 organizations, representing a wide spectrum of King County 
groups. Organizations were asked to respond by mid-May. Letters were also sent to the Council, 
asking how members would like to engage with the CRC.   
 
Mr. Yango asked commissioners if they were open to inviting representatives from a number of 
groups to speak at the next meetings. Possibilities are the Suburban Cities Association (SCA), 
the Unincorporated Area Councils (UACs), and King County elected officials. The Assessor and 
Sheriff have already expressed interest in speaking.   
 
The CRC agreed to invite elected officials to the May or June meetings. Jim English volunteered 
to contact the UACs to see which groups and representatives would be able to attend a future 
meeting. The SCA will also be invited to present at an upcoming meeting; SCA representative 
Sonny Putter will contact CRC staff with the SCA’s availability.  
 
The City of Seattle and the City of Bellevue were also mentioned as possible future speakers. 
 
Commissioners suggested a number of other groups to contact for their feedback on the charter, 
including the Committee to End Homelessness, the NW Defenders Association, the Society of 
Counsel Representing Accused Persons, the Seattle NW Health Institute, the Housing 
Authorities, Childhaven, the Columbia Legal Association, and the Evergreen Association. 
 

4. Public Hearings 
Mr. Yango presented three options for public outreach meetings, including 1) four or five public 
meetings around the county, 2) nine public meetings, one in each district, or 3) five hearings in 
the areas with most response to our outreach letter. 
 
Mr. Jensen encouraged the CRC to invite locals groups to speak at the hearings.  
 
With regard to the UACs, Ms. Lavender suggested that in addition to inviting them to attend our 
hearings, commissioners could attend the regular meetings of the UACs.   
 
Ms. Cato raised the question of how to advertise for the meetings, and encourage citizens to 
attend. She noted that we should do our best to draw a diverse crowd. Mr. Yango reviewed the 
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media efforts that will be made, including email blasts, the CRC’s website, flyers, stories in 
major media outlets. Another commissioner noted that it is important to be inclusive of the rural 
areas.  
 
In response to concerns over the amount of time needed by CRC staff to organize nine meetings, 
Ross Baker suggested that Council staff could assist the CRC staff with the meetings.  
 
Commissioners discussed the number of needed meetings at length, and came to a consensus that 
nine meetings would more fully represent the county’s citizens, while not stretching staff 
resources too thin (particularly if help is received from other Executive and Council staff). 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Ms. Lavender to have nine public meetings to represent the nine council 
districts.  
Seconded by Mr. Bocanegra.  
Amended by Mr. Lowry, to include that commissioners’ attendance can be according to their 
individual schedules. Commissioners do not need to attend all meetings. 
The motion was passed unanimously as amended. 
 
CRC and Council staff were directed to immediately begin planning the nine meetings. Mr. 
Yango noted that the proposed calendar for hearings might go into August. 
 
A commissioner asked if there a "game plan" for the meetings, in terms of what is to be 
accomplished and the format of the meeting. Mr. Yango explained that each meeting would 
feature introductions, a short presentation about the charter by CRC staff, and an extended 
comment period for citizens (including time limits for each speaker). A commissioner suggested 
that the issue sheets handed out by LWV and Muni League could be used as a basis to begin 
discussion of the issues.  
 
Next Meeting: Tuesday, May 29, 2007 
 
Mr. Lowry adjourned the meeting at 7:47 pm. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted by Charlotte Ohashi and Corrie Watterson 
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From: Scott Lindsley [scottlindsley@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2007 11:35 PM
To: Distribution, CRC; Review, Charter
Subject: Re: King County Charter Review - Feedback Request
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Hello, 
 
   First I want to thank you for the invite to participate in the upcoming process 
of Charter Review. 
 
   I want to say that there are a large number of things that our organization is 
concerned with, but many of them involve the things you are already doing a great 
job working on and we do not seek to add too many chef's to the stew. 
 
   I do know that the elections process is a very high priority to the voters and 
for alternative party voters especially. When you have less confidence in the 
system that counts your votes, you are less likely to vite and therefore less 
likely to care. 
 
   No one should want blown fuses (my term for a voter that does not vote) over a 
process that can be so simple to secure and so easy to make appealing. In Pierce 
County the voters approved IRV. We in King County will be looking at IRV and other 
ranked choice voting methods at the LPWA State Convention on may 12. 
http://lpwa.org/convention2007/ You can bet it will be a high priority for King 
County voters very soon.  
 
   Is there any thought on how the voters in King County feel about IRV or an 
approval voting system (a.k.a. ranked choice style voting)? It instantly removes 
that wasted vote syndrome for those seeking to vote for third parties even as a 
protest vote.  
 
   Well keep up the good work and I will be talking with some other activists about 
anything that we can do to help improve the way we do politics here in King County.
 
   Best wishes, 
 
  
   Scott~ 
________ 
 
"Life is what you make me a peanut butter and jelly sandwich" KPL 
 
 
----- Original Message ---- 
From: "Distribution, CRC" <CRC.Distribution@metrokc.gov> 
To: king-region@lpwa.org 
Sent: Monday, April 30, 2007 3:00:38 PM 
Subject: King County Charter Review - Feedback Request 
 

Lindsley, Scott 



 
Ron Sims 

King County Executive 

  
CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION 

  
  
April 30, 2007 
  
Scott Lindsley 
Libertarian Party of Washington 
  
Dear Scott, 
  
About a month ago, we sent you an invitation to participate in the Charter Review process. This letter is 
a follow-up to our original invitation. We would like to provide you with more information about the 
Charter as well as detailed guidelines on how you can submit your issues to the Charter Review 
Commission (CRC).  
  
This will be the last communication you receive from us unless you wish to participate.  
  
Please forward this email to any group or individual who may be interested in participating.  
  
  
What is the King County Charter? 
  
The King County Charter functions as the constitution for our county.  All county laws and actions must 
be consistent with its requirements.  The Charter provides the fundamental direction regarding the 
governing structure of the county.  Among other subjects, it sets forth the relative powers, duties and 
responsibilities for different branches of county government; establishes procedures for adopting county 
laws and approving county financial matters; identifies basic requirements of the county's personnel 
system; and specifies qualifications and election procedures for various offices.  
  
Unlike more transitory code provisions or day-to-day county operations, the Charter provides a 
framework of relative permanence, guiding effective, efficient, and responsive local and regional 
government operations.  
  
Further information on the Charter can be found on the CRCʼs website at: 
http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/charter.aspx. 
  
What is a Charter Issue? 
  
Not every concern regarding King County government rises to the level of a charter issue.  In fact, most 
concerns from the King County public can be addressed through ordinance or administrative action and 
do not require charter revision.  Charter revision issues generally share the following characteristics: 
  

Charter-Only Solution: The issue can only be resolved by changing the Charter, as opposed to 
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amending the county code or simply modifying ways of doing business.  
Long Term: The issue to be addressed exists or will exist over the long term and is not merely a 
specific, immediate concern. The solution is intended to hold up for many years through changing 
circumstances.  
Core Values: The concern addresses the Charterʼs core values of checks and balances, 
accountability, and merit.  

  
While the County's home rule charter authority is broad, it is also important to remember that Charter 
provisions may not conflict with state or federal law.  
  
Prior CRCs have considered a wide range of issues as part of their review process, including proposals 
to: 
  

Reduce the size of the King County Council from 13 to 9 (2004, passed by the people)  
Guarantee freedom of religion and conscience to King County citizens; prohibit public spending 
for religious purposes (2001, passed by the people)  
Create an independent County Board of Ethics (1997, defeated by the people)  
Establish land use and human services planning policies (1988, did not go to ballot)  
Update the Countyʼs anti-discrimination provision (1988 and 1977, did not go to ballot)  

  
While these examples provide a frame of reference for the types of core governmental topics previously 
deemed appropriate for charter review, they do not suggest that current consideration is in any way 
limited to such issues.    
  
Instructions for Submitting Charter Review Comments 
  
Our success depends upon active and thoughtful participation by people like you.  There are a number of 
ways that your comments can assist us in our charter review.   First, you can simply tell us how King 
County government is working for you and your organization.  Alternatively, you may want to comment 
on specific charter language, either pointing out provisions that warrant revision or proposing new 
language.  Finally, you may wish to answer any or all of the following questions: 
  

What are some major regional issues that you believe need to be addressed? (e.g., land use, public 
health, elections systems)  
What do you think King County's role as a local government and service provider for the 
unincorporated areas should look like? Do you think King Countyʼs role should change and 
evolve over the next decade?  
King County seeks to be an accountable, efficient, effective, and fair government to its residents. 
Do you think it is living up to these standards?  

  
These suggested options are not intended to limit you from providing input using a different approach 
that better suits your needs.  We only urge that you be as open and candid with your comments as 
possible. The Commission will review all of the responses received to determine whether they warrant 
further study.  To the extent appropriate, we may decide to forward issues that do not apply to the 
Charter to other appropriate County offices for further consideration. 
  
We are attaching a feedback form to this email. You can use this form, or compose your own letter. 
Please mail your feedback to: 
  
Office of King County Executive Ron Sims
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Charter Review Commission 
Attn: Mark Yango 
701 5th Avenue, Suite 3210 
Seattle, WA 98104 
  
If you would like to submit your issues electronically, please email us at charter.review@metrokc.gov, 
or visit this link: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx.  
  
While we would prefer to receive your responses by our next CRC meeting on May 29th, we will 
continue to accept your feedback throughout the summer. 
  
If you have any questions, Mark Yango can be reached by e-mail at charter.review@metrokc.gov or by 
phone at (206) 296-4628. 
  
We hope you take this opportunity to voice your opinions to the Commission. We look forward to 
working with you and listening to your issues. 
  
  
Sincerely, 
  

 
  

  
  

  
  
 

Mike Lowry Lois North
Co-Chair           Co-Chair          
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                     KING COUNTY 

                      2007-2008 

              CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION 

                    PUBLIC HEARING 

   

   

   BEFORE: 

         JAMES WILLIAMS (CHAIRPERSON), COMMISSIONER 

         TRISHA BENNETT, COMMISSIONER 

         PETE von REICHBAUER, KING COUNTY COUNCILMEMBER 

         MIKE LOWRY, COMMISSIONER 

   

   

   

   

   

   

  Federal Way Senior Center 

  4016 South 352nd Street 

  Auburn, Washington 
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  July 9, 2007
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          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Did you guys follow what 

  she was saying?  I think it's a very good point.  We've 

  seen correspondence from some of the Council members in 

  that respect. 

          Yes. 

          JAMES BURROWS:  I think you could just identify 

  them.  They could say R or D, but you don't have to say 

  I'm a Democrat to vote.  That's the problem. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  I see what he's saying. 

          Yes ma'am.  Would you go over there because we 

  want you to be on the record so we know what you said. 

  Please give your name. 

          MARGARET LOOS:  My name is Margaret Loos. 

          I agree that it does tell you something about 

  where a person's, what their ideology is when you know 

  the party, and a primary is a nominating election.  So 

  it's not that you can't vote.  I mean, you vote.  We 

  don't register by party.  You can vote a different 

  party every primary if you want. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Thank you. 

          Any other input? 

          Yes, sir. 

          H. DAVID KAPLAN:  My name is H. David Kaplan. 

          But I really want the Commission to concentrate

Loos, Margaret
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2007 12:07 PM
To: Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Cc: Do, Hong-Nhi
Subject: FW: Employee News

______________________________________________ 
From: Lupkes, Cheryl  
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2007 12:00 PM
To: Yango, Mark
Subject: RE: Employee News

Here's another suggestion, one which will greatly improve the public's trust in our King County Election process:

1. All those who register to vote within King County must provide proof of citizenship.

 -----Original Message-----
From: Yango, Mark  
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2007 10:01 AM
To: Lupkes, Cheryl
Cc: Watterson Bryant, Corrie; Do, Hong-Nhi
Subject: RE: Employee News

Thanks Cherly, We'll make a note of these issues. Can you tell me which department you're in?

_____________________________________________ 
From: Lupkes, Cheryl  
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2007 8:33 AM
To: Yango, Mark
Subject: RE: Employee News

Mark:  Regarding the King County Charter Review, here's two important suggestions:

1.  As a means of helping to prevent King County Baby Boomers and legal citizens and legal residents from being 
taxed out of their homes, now and in the future, include in the charter a provision which denies taxpayer supported 
social welfare benefits to illegal immigrants.

2.  As a means of proving that the rule of law has meaning in King County, and that Homeland Security is a worthy 
endeavor, stress in the King County Charter that all levels of law enforcement within King County must cooperate with 
Federal Immigration Authorities in identifying those who are residing in King County illegally.  

 -----Original Message-----
From: KC Global Announcement  
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2007 5:05 PM
To: ZZGrp, All King County E-Mail Users
Subject: Employee News

The following is a listing of information, upcoming events and programs for King County 
employees. If you have pertinent information you would like to share with employees please e-
mail Cindy Cawaling, at mailto:cindy.cawaling@metrokc.gov, or call 206-296-4005.

Charter Review Commission holding public meetings
For the first time in a decade, King County residents will have a chance to make changes to the county 
charter – the document that operates much like the county's constitution, providing the framework for 
how the region is governed.

Every 10 years, the county must convene a committee of citizens to review the charter and take 
feedback from the public on potential changes to how county government is set up and how it operates. 

Lupkes, Cheryl



2

The schedule of upcoming meetings is as follows:

1. District 5:  Thurs., June 28, 6:30-8 p.m., Kent Senior Center
2. District 7:  Mon.,  July 9, 6:30-8 p.m., Federal Way Senior Center
3. District 9:  Tues., July 10, 6:30-8 p.m., Black Diamond Community Center

For more information visit the Charter Review Commission Web site, at 
http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/, or contact Mark Yango, Charter Review Commission 
Coordinator, at 206-296-4628.

Computer trainings from DNRP University (DNRPU)
DNRPU is sponsoring the following computer training courses for 2007. Spaces are limited to 12 
employees per session, so please register early. Classes are open to all King County employees. 
Classes will be held in the King Street Center, 201 S. Jackson Street, Seattle.

To register, complete a training request form and fax it back to Tinh Tieu, DNRPU Registrar, at 
206-296-0934 or via interoffice mail, at MS: KSC-NR-0700.

For more information, go to http://dnr-
web.metrokc.gov/dnremployee/training/DNRPU/ClassSchedule/DNRPUSchedule.htm or contact Tinh 
Tieu, at 206-263-7289, or mailto:tinh.tieu@metrokc.gov.

• MS Excel 2003 Level 1: July 10, 8:30 a.m. – 4:30 p.m., 7th Floor Computer Training Room, 
Cost: $75 

• MS PowerPoint Level 1: July 12, 8:30 a.m. – 4:30 p.m., 7th Floor Computer Training Room, 
Cost: $75 

• HTML Level 1: July 31, 8:30 a.m. – 4:30 p.m., 7th Floor Computer Training Room, Cost: $125 
• MS Access 2003 Level 1: Sept. 25, 8:30 a.m. – 4:30 p.m., 7th Floor Computer Training Room, 

Cost: $80 
• Excel Charts: Sept. 27, 8:30 a.m. – noon, 7th Floor Computer Training Room, Cost: $40 
• Excel Charts: Sept. 27, 1-4:30 p.m., 7th Floor Computer Training Room, Cost: $40

Reuse interoffice envelopes
County agencies can save money by reusing interoffice mailing envelopes. WasteWise, the program for 
internal King County agency waste prevention and recycling, has these tips:

1. Designate places in your office where people can place their old envelopes and find new ones. 
Copy rooms, mailing centers, or office supply exchange areas make good locations.

2. If you have excess interoffice envelopes (more than you can reuse in your office), rubber-band 
them together and send them to the main mailroom at ADM-ES-0401. The mailroom can 
distribute them to agencies that have requested them.

For more information on internal waste prevention and recycling, see the King County WasteWise 
website at:  www.metrokc.gov/dnrp/swd/about/waste-wise

King County's Swimming Beach Monitoring Program
Visit the county’s Swimming Beach Monitoring Program Web site, at 
http://dnr.metrokc.gov/wlr/waterres/swimbeach/. You can view current bacteria and temperature data by 
clicking on the map or selecting from the list of beaches. You can also view plots of bacteria data, 
historical data and trends, archived bacteria and temperature data pages, and a listing of current beach 
closures.

For questions about the major lakes monitoring program, contact Jonathan Frodge, at 
jonathan.frodge@metrokc.gov. 

Lupkes, Cheryl
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: Jim English [Jim_English@amerifresh.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2007 11:22 AM
To: Melvin Mackey
Subject: RE: TOMORROW NIGHT -- KING COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION PUBLIC 

MEETING -- 6:30 PM, HALL AT FAUNTLEROY, WEST SEATTLE

Melvin,

Excellent input and points.  Will share with the Commission and see where it goes.  Thanks
much.

Jim

-----Original Message-----
From: Melvin Mackey [mailto:melvin_mackey@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2007 11:11 AM
To: Jim English
Subject: RE: TOMORROW NIGHT -- KING COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION PUBLIC MEETING -- 
6:30 PM, HALL AT FAUNTLEROY, WEST SEATTLE

Thanks Jim,

I believe it might improve King County Government if the King County Council could be 
convinced to set up a citizen's council  (as was done recently in British Columbia) to 
learn about alternative election systems and to make recommendations for possible changes.
The citizens of King County would

then be given the opportunity to learn about any proposal and to vote on

adopting recommended changes to our election method.

There are many methods of electing representatives which result in a more representative 
council. Our current method tends to over-represent majority viewpoints and under-
represent minority viewpoints. Improved election methods also allow voters to vote for the
candidates they like best without throwing away their votes. Election campaigns are more 
positive, we save

money by eliminating primary elections, and more people vote!

To see what happened in British Columbia click on:
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/BC-STV

I would like to attend the meeting on June 20, but my wife and I will be in Portland, 
Oregon that day.

Thanks for all of your hard work on behalf of Vashon and Maury Islands.

Melvin Mackey
463-3468
___________________________________________________________

----Original Message Follows----
From: "Jim English" <Jim_English@amerifresh.com>
Subject: TOMORROW NIGHT -- KING COUNTY CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION PUBLIC MEETING -- 6:30 
PM, HALL AT FAUNTLEROY, WEST SEATTLE
Date: Tue, 19 Jun 2007 09:37:35 -0700

Hello Everyone.  Well, it's nearly MEETING time, e.g., TOMORROW NIGHT:

Mackey, Melvin
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PLEASE PLAN ON ATTENDING

KING COUNTY COUNCIL DISTRICT 8

CHARTER REVIEW PUBLIC MEETING

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 20TH, 2007, 6:30-8:30 PM

THE HALL AT FAUNTLEROY, EMERALD ROOM

9131 CALIFORNIA AVENUE, WEST SEATTLE

Recall the message (below and included again below-bottom--for info) I sent to you a few 
weeks ago announcing the meeting above and providing some background on its importance, 
along with stressing how important your participation would be.  Please plan on coming if 
at all possible.
Remember you can park in the north end lot, ride the ferry across and easily walk to the 
Hall at Fauntleroy (directions below).  I've also included below a synopsis of some of the
discussion and turnout issues addressed at Charter Review public meetings that have 
occurred over past couple of weeks to give you a feel for both.

PLEASE COME...WE NEED YOUR GOOD COUNSEL.

SYNOPSIS OF ISSUES & TURNOUT PROVIDED BY FORMER WA STATE GOVERNOR MIKE LOWRY AND LOIS 
NORTH, CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION CO-CHAIRS:

"Hello Commissioners,

Status Update:

We wanted to give you an update on meetings up until this point. Mike attended last 
night's public hearing at the Bellevue Community College and although turnout was okay -- 
we had about 8 citizens, the discussion and dialogue around the issues was fantastic. We 
want to acknowledge both Doreen Cato and Sarah Rindlaub for doing a superb job as co-
chairs for the meeting. They were able to provoke a more engaging discussion from the 
citizens on the issues. Last night the issues centered around:

1) Elected/Appointed positions -- Sheriff and Elections Director

2) Establishing a true Initiative Process

3) Partisanship

Doreen and Sarah presented a good model for how to make the most of a low turnout meeting.
They asked citizens to speak to the three questions presented at the end of Mark's talk, 
and also engaged them in a Q&A-type discussion on their original comments.

Lois attended the meeting this past week at the Seattle Public Library, had a turnout of 
only two citizens. But the meeting turned into a very productive discussion among the 
commissioners and Councilmember Phillips. We wanted to take the time to make a few 
comments on turnout.

Addressing Low Turnout:

Mackey, Melvin
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Some of you may be concerned about our low turnout at the hearings, but we think given the
number of hearings we're having and the time of year we're holding them, it's 
understandable.

We are confident that turnout in the rural areas will be higher, because residents of 
urban areas look to their cities for most of their services. However, we also do not want 
to suggest we rest on our laurels.

In terms of the staff responsibilities for outreach, Mark and Corrie have been hounding 
the councilmember's to contact their constituents, the legislative representatives in the 
districts, and the local papers.
But it shouldn't all fall on their shoulders. We urge you all to continue spreading the 
word in our remaining districts. We want to thank you for taking the time to do this.

Based on the response from the commission we have decided to give the go ahead to Mark and
Corrie to send out postcards to the remaining districts -- Option #2. We will be sending 
out postcards in Districts 5, 7, and 9. There wasn't enough time to get postcards out to 
District 8 for next week. However, Councilmember Constantine and his staff are conducting 
extensive outreach efforts as with Councilmember Lambert's staff in District 3. We are 
confident turnout in those districts will be good.

Upcoming Hearings:

We have 4 hearings down and 5 to go. Next week, we have:

1) District 8, Councilmember Constantine -- Wednesday, June 20th (The Hall at Fauntleroy).
Sharon Maeda will be chairing, and Councilmember Constantine will be in attendance

2) District 3, Councilmember Lambert -- Thursday, June 21st (Preston Community Center). 
John Jensen will be chairing, and Councilmember Lambert will be in attendance. KCTV is 
broadcasting this meeting.

Mike and Lois"

MY INITIAL MESSAGE WITH DIRECTIONS TO THE HALL AT FAUNTLEROY:

"As some of you are aware, I am a member of the current King County Charter Review 
Commission.  This 21 member Board of appointed volunteers is tasked with reviewing-
updating the King County Charter.  The Charter, in essence is the County constitution, and
provides the (largely) macro guidance for how King County government is to function.  It 
was enacted by a vote of County citizens in 1967 with the proviso that it be reviewed and 
updated every ten years.  As you might surmise, this is a very important review-update and
why the subject meeting is so important.  My role on the Commission is to represent the 
six King County Unincorporated Area Councils, including the Vashon-Maury Island Community 
Council, and rural King County-at-large.

The Commission is striving mightily to get County citizen, group, etc.
input so it can, as accurately as possible, reflect same in its Charter update 
recommendations.  These recommendations go to the County Council for consideration and 
ultimately to the voters for approval in November 2008.  The Commission is hosting a 
public meeting in each of the nine County Council districts to hear from citizens and 
collect as much contributing input as imparted.

The District 8 meeting referenced above will be on-as highlighted--Wednesday, June 20th, 
6:30-8:30 PM at the Hall at Fauntleroy.  District 8, as you know, encompasses West 
Seattle, etc., and Vashon-Maury Island.  I will be there, along with our County 
Councilman, Dow Constantine, and several of my fellow Commission members.  We are hoping 
for maximum participation and earnestly encourage any and all who can to attend.  Your 
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input is vital to the Commission's "chartered" work.

In case you are not aware, the Hall at Fauntleroy is a relatively short walk from the 
Fauntleroy ferry dock.  You can park in the Park & Ride lot at the north end ferry dock, 
ride the ferry across and easily walk to the Hall.  In so doing, you would turn right up 
the hill from the ferry dock and follow the sidewalk around and up the hill--passing 
Endolyne Joe's restaurant on your right-toward the Westwood Village shopping center.  When
you see the YMCA sign on your right you are nearly there.  The Hall is directly across the
street from the "Y"
parking lot.

Please come to the meeting as we really are most interested in your good thoughts, 
counsel, etc. regarding the Charter review-update.  Dow and I would be very grateful.  I 
would also suggest you take a few moments before the meeting to review the Charter on the 
King County website:
www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/ <http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/> .

Please don't hesitate to contact me via email or at the phone number below if you have 
questions or I can in any way assist re your attendance at the meeting.  You can also 
contact Corrie Watterson-Bryant-see her email below-one of the County points of contact 
for the Commission.  Thanks much for your consideration and-I know-in person support.

Warmest Regards,

Jim English, Member, King County Charter Review Commission

President, Vashon-Maury Island Community Council

206-463-3044"

________________________________

Mackey, Melvin
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2007 3:18 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 3:18:09 PM, on Tuesday, July 10, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Cheryl

last: Markham

streetAddress: 2112 N. 122nd Street

city: Seattle

state: WA

zip: 98133

email: cheral22@yahoo.com

phone: 206-992-4703

suggestions: I think that King County could be more efficient if went to a biennial budget
rather than an annual budget.

why: 

_________________________________________
User IP Address:146.129.105.80
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 6.0; Windows NT 5.1; SV1; InfoPath.1)

Markham, Cheryl
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              KING COUNTY                        

               2007-2008                         

       CHARTER REVIEW COMMISSION                 

             PUBLIC HEARING                      

                                                 

                                                 

                                                 

  BEFORE:                                        

                                                 

       JOHN JENSEN (CHAIRPERSON), COMMISSIONER   

       TERRY LAVENDER, COMMISSIONER              

       MIKE LOWRY, COMMISSIONER                  

       ALLAN MUNRO, COMMISSIONER                 

       KATHY LAMBERT, COUNCILMEMBER              

                                                 

  ALSO PRESENT:                                  

       KIRSTIN HAUGEN, COMMISSIONER              

                                                 

                                                 

                                                 

                                                 

        Preston Community Center                 

         8625 310th Avenue S.E.                  

          Issaquah, Washington                   

                                                 

               6:30 p.m.                         

             June 21, 2007                       
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  issues there often Ron Sims is kind of the mayor of      

  Fall City along with the rural areas and for the         

  obvious reasons Ron Sims would not be as available as    

  the mayor -- as other mayors in the valley.              

            But I guess it certainly wouldn't be adverse   

  to having a voice.  I don't know where you call --       

  There's no city limit to Fall City, so it spills all     

  the way up into Lake Alice and other areas around the    

  valley.                                                  

            Thank you.                                     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thanks, Mr. Larson.       

            Please, come up.                               

            SUSAN MILLER:  Thanks.  My name is Susan       

  Miller.  I consider myself a Fall City resident.  I'm    

  really an unincorporated resident.  It's truly a no      

  man's land.  I've been here three years, and it's been   

  a fascinating experience to move from Seattle to here.   

  I never knew my elected officials in Seattle, even       

  though I was a public employee all my life.  I'm         

  retired.  I now would say that I almost know Kathy on a  

  first name basis.  She's seen me in enough meetings.     

            I'm very involved in the FCCA, Fall City       

  Community Association, and the first --  What county     

  departments impact us the most.  The first I            
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  although that's always aligned with the State often;     

  and I was fairly impressed with the clarity and          

  anticipatory information provided about our roundabout   

  that's coming early on.  High marks for that.            

            I have been moved to action over the           

  horrendous way King County handled the parks issue.  I   

  think --  Always trying to control myself when I repeat  

  this; but the Parks director who could have come to our  

  FCCA meeting early on and said, "Master plan has us      

  doing this; the impact on your local park is this;       

  let's have it written up; let's have it distributed;     

  let's invite input; we all want you to know it's coming  

  down," never happened.  It to us appeared to be a        

  behind-closed-door issue; and so thinking -- trying to   

  think proactively as a good ex-public employee how do    

  you fix these problems, it's about how can you put into  

  job descriptions or just requirements of all department  

  heads that they always bend over backwards to            

  communicate with the public?  They did a horrible job    

  with this.                                               

            And one of my greatest sadnesses about this    

  is that it has predisposed the local population to not   

  think positively about the tribe.  And when I heard --   

  the first time I laid eyes on Matt Matson was at the    
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  that she couldn't get anything out of the Parks          

  director, she forced his hand, she forced him to come    

  to that meeting.  I thought Matt Matson presented        

  himself credibly, professionally, concerned, we've got   

  twice as much manpower going into this park as the       

  county; but people were so angry that unfortunately I    

  think it was directed at Matt Matson.                    

            And I'm very sad that if we have tarnished     

  the reputation of the tribe before they've even started  

  it's to a large degree because of our King County Parks  

  director.  And that's a travesty that could so easily    

  have been avoided if there had been early public         

  communication.                                           

            So thinking what is the fix for this, it's     

  the FCCA is very active and it's growing.  I mean, I     

  bet there are forty people that go to those meetings     

  every month and it's local people like me who are        

  retired and ready to be active and involved wherever     

  they can.                                                

            And I think you've got to ensure that the      

  Parks -- not just Parks but any department that impacts  

  at a local level has got to make an appearance           

  regularly at whatever group level organizes itself.  I   

  hope that's a constructive -- frustration, but it's a   
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            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Susan.  Thank  

  you for all the constructive comments.                   

            Sir.                                           

            JIM DAVIE:  My name is Jim Davie.  I'm just    

  going to follow up with Susan's comments a little bit    

  and respond to the request for services issue that was   

  brought up.                                              

            I think in my own mind I would make a          

  distinction between request for services and just a      

  general understanding of the differences between the     

  majority of the population within the county and the     

  rural county members.                                    

            I think that the comment about the county      

  leaning over backwards to listen to the rural county     

  members is extremely important, and I would make that    

  distinction because our lives are very different now.    

  In my personal case, that's not quite true.  I've been   

  around enough at the meetings.  I'm a professional and   

  work in the City of Seattle, but I think that that's     

  maybe an important distinction for the council to make.  

  Thank you.                                               

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Davie.     

            Please, sir.                                   

            KEN HEARING:  Good evening.  I'm Ken Hearing, 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2007 12:06 PM
To: 'Marilyn Mitcham'
Cc: Watterson Bryant, Corrie; Do, Hong-Nhi
Subject: RE: County Charter Review

Page 1 of 1

8/2/2007

Ms. Mitcham, 
  
Thank you for your Charter issues. We will make sure to record them into our database and so each of the 
commissioners gets to review the issues in detail. 
  
Please let me know if you have any further issues or questions. Happy Fourth of July! 
  
Thanks, 
Mark 
  

Mark Yango 
Charter Review Coordinator 
Office of King County Executive Ron Sims 
Columbia Center 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Work: (206) 296-4628 
Cell: (206) 450-9258 
email: mark.yango@metrokc.gov 
  
 

From: Marilyn Mitcham [mailto:mbmitcham@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2007 12:02 PM 
To: Yango, Mark 
Subject: County Charter Review 
 
I believe that the charter should include a statement regarding immigrant rights such as that the county will (1)
promote basic human rights, including access to medical care for all residents, regardless of nationality or country 
of origin; (2) not participate in the persecution of any individual based on their immigration status, regardless of 
federal law; (3) protect all children regardless of their parents' or their own immigration status; (4) set up a 
department that will assist immigrants in wading through immigration law without fear of government reprisal. 

Mitcham, Marilyn
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King County Charter Review Commission 

Meeting Minutes – April 24, 2007 
Seattle Municipal Tower, 5:30pm-7:30pm 

 
 

The April 24, 2007 meeting of the King County Charter Review Commission (CRC) was called 
to order by co-chair Mike Lowry at 5:37 p.m. 
 
Commission members in attendance: 
Mike Lowry, Co-chair 
Lois North, Co-chair 
Juan Bocanegra 
Doreen Cato 
Jim English 
Dan Gandara 
Kirsten Haugen 
Tara Jo Heinecke 
John Jensen 
Terry Lavender 
Allan Munro 
Sarah Rindlaub 
Mike Wilkins 
James Williams 
 
Absent: 
Trisha Ann Bennett 
Bryan Glynn 
John Groen 
Darcy Goodman 
Gregg Hirakawa 
Gary Long 
Sharon Maeda 
 
Staff: 
Mark Yango, Charter Review Coordinator 
Corrie Watterson Bryant, Project Manager, Charter Review Commission 
Charlotte Ohashi, Administrative Assistant, Charter Review Commission 

Municipal League of King County



CRC Meeting, April 24, 2007 
 

 2

 
Council and PAO Staff: 
Ross Baker, Chief of Staff, King County Council 
Rebecha Cusack, Legislative Lead Analyst, King County Council 
Grace Reamer, Legislative Aide, District 3, King County Council 
Mike Sinsky, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office 
 
Guests: 
Christel Brunnenkant, King County League of Women Voters  
James Burrows 
Virginia Gunby 
Miriam Helgeland 
Robert Hill 
Lindsay Nussbaum 
Sonny Putter, Suburban Cities Association 
Lucy Steers, The Municipal League of King County 
 
 

1. Opening Remarks and Introductions 
Mike Lowry made introductory comments and asked for approval of the minutes from the March 
27, 2007 meeting. An amendment was made to change:  Public Outreach, page 4, paragraph 3 
to read: “The number of outreach meetings will be decided at the next meeting on April 24, 
2007.” The minutes were accepted as amended. 
 

2. Guest Speakers 
Christel Brunnenkant, Chair of the League of Women Voters (LWV) King County Coordinating 
Council, described LWV as a non-partisan organization made up of volunteers who believe in 
good government. LWV supports forms of government that are representative of the areas 
governed.  
 
LWV presented their initial comments on the charter: 
 

1. The regional committees should be continued and their functions reviewed.   
2. CRC recommendations to the County Council should be automatically placed on the next 

general election ballot. 
3. Voters should be given the opportunity to decide whether King County elected positions 

should be partisan or non-partisan. 
4. County positions requiring technical expertise (including the Elections director) should 

be appointed, while those requiring representation of the people (such as the Council and 
school boards) should be elected.   

5. Campaigns at every level of government should be publicly financed.  
 

A lengthy discussion of Ms. Brunnenkant’s comments ensued.  
 
Ms. Brunnenkant answered questions from Allan Munro and John Jensen regarding whether the 
Assessor and Elections Director should be elected, responding that the LWV believes that 
technical positions such as these should be appointed. She believes that candidates running for 
office are not necessarily fully qualified, while there is a better chance that an appointee will be 
well qualified for their position. She offered the Executive’s yearlong search to replace the 
previous Elections Director as evidence that the county is seeking a highly competent employee. 

Municipal League of King County



CRC Meeting, April 24, 2007 
 

 3

Ms. Brunnenkant believes the previous Elections Director was technically competent, while 
noting that the infrastructure of the Elections Department does need work. 
 
Sarah Rindlaub asked why the LWV believes that the public should decide whether elected 
positions should be partisan. Ms. Brunnenkant responded that the city governments in the county 
are mostly non-partisan, while the county is partisan, and this difference can create difficulty in 
the relations between the county and the cities. She offered that the county’s main function is to 
provide basic infrastructure services, which is not a partisan issue. She summarized that 
partisanship can be an obstacle.  
 
Ms. Brunnenkant responded to a question by Doreen Cato about descriptive titles for ballot 
initiatives. 
 
 
Lucy Steers, of The Municipal League of King County (Muni League), presented her organization’s 
charter issues to the CRC. The Muni League believes that: 
 

1. Partisanship issues should be placed on the ballot; a thorough public debate on partisan 
vs. non-partisan positions is called for. The Muni League agrees with the LWV that policy 
makers should be elected, and administrators appointed.  

2. Most rural areas feel unrepresented and unheard. The perception in rural areas is of a lack 
of representation and unfairness in county government’s policies. Council members are 
primarily from urban areas, which have separate municipal governments. The League is 
beginning a study of property rights issues in King County. 

3. Amend the Charter to allow future Charter changes to be made by citizen initiative. The 
LWV feels that the Council’s role as gatekeeper of Charter amendments may be too 
restrictive. One question, if this proposal is considered by the CRC, is whether the 
required number of signatures should be higher for Charter changes than for other 
initiatives. 

4. The 1997 CRC found that the Regional Committees were not as successful as they could 
be. The CRC recommended a number of changes, including a deadline for council action 
on Regional Committee recommendations.  

5. The Ethics Board and Ombudsman need to be reviewed to ensure their offices are 
fulfilling their original intent and mission. 

 
A discussion of the Muni League’s comments ensued.  
 
Lois North asked for more details on the Muni League’s support for amending the charter by 
initiative. Ms. Steers responded that the Muni League would consider sponsoring a citizen 
initiative to sponsor this change. She added that this is a difficult issue for the Council. 
 
Dan Gandara wondered if electing (rather than appointing) public officials assures their 
independence, as is often claimed. Ms. Steers replied that there is still a measure of 
accountability for appointed officials, because if citizens are unhappy with their performance, the 
public will make life hard for their elected bosses. 
 
Juan Bocanegra asked if the League had ever studied the impact of gentrification on King 
County. Ms. Steers said they had not, but she thought it was a great idea for future study. James 
Williams wondered if the Muni League had investigated public financing for campaigns. Ms. 
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Steers answered that they had taken a position on it, largely because the state, not the county, has 
control over those regulations.  Initiative 134 of 1993 prohibited local governments from having 
public financing programs. She noted that public financing did work well prior to its prohibition.   
 
Terry Lavender asked Ms. Steers about the CRC’s public outreach meetings. She recommended 
that the CRC conduct hearings in small cities and in the rural areas of the county. She also 
advised commissioners to review the final report of the 1997 CRC.  
 
Responding to a comment from Jim English about representation in unincorporated areas of the 
county, Ms. Steers noted that Mary Margaret Haugen, in 1995, proposed a package of 
unincorporated areas legislation to address many of these issues. The Muni League would like to 
resurrect this package of legislation.  
 
 

3. Outreach Efforts 
Mark Yango reviewed outreach efforts to date. Letters requesting participation in the charter 
review process were sent to 360 organizations, representing a wide spectrum of King County 
groups. Organizations were asked to respond by mid-May. Letters were also sent to the Council, 
asking how members would like to engage with the CRC.   
 
Mr. Yango asked commissioners if they were open to inviting representatives from a number of 
groups to speak at the next meetings. Possibilities are the Suburban Cities Association (SCA), 
the Unincorporated Area Councils (UACs), and King County elected officials. The Assessor and 
Sheriff have already expressed interest in speaking.   
 
The CRC agreed to invite elected officials to the May or June meetings. Jim English volunteered 
to contact the UACs to see which groups and representatives would be able to attend a future 
meeting. The SCA will also be invited to present at an upcoming meeting; SCA representative 
Sonny Putter will contact CRC staff with the SCA’s availability.  
 
The City of Seattle and the City of Bellevue were also mentioned as possible future speakers. 
 
Commissioners suggested a number of other groups to contact for their feedback on the charter, 
including the Committee to End Homelessness, the NW Defenders Association, the Society of 
Counsel Representing Accused Persons, the Seattle NW Health Institute, the Housing 
Authorities, Childhaven, the Columbia Legal Association, and the Evergreen Association. 
 

4. Public Hearings 
Mr. Yango presented three options for public outreach meetings, including 1) four or five public 
meetings around the county, 2) nine public meetings, one in each district, or 3) five hearings in 
the areas with most response to our outreach letter. 
 
Mr. Jensen encouraged the CRC to invite locals groups to speak at the hearings.  
 
With regard to the UACs, Ms. Lavender suggested that in addition to inviting them to attend our 
hearings, commissioners could attend the regular meetings of the UACs.   
 
Ms. Cato raised the question of how to advertise for the meetings, and encourage citizens to 
attend. She noted that we should do our best to draw a diverse crowd. Mr. Yango reviewed the 
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media efforts that will be made, including email blasts, the CRC’s website, flyers, stories in 
major media outlets. Another commissioner noted that it is important to be inclusive of the rural 
areas.  
 
In response to concerns over the amount of time needed by CRC staff to organize nine meetings, 
Ross Baker suggested that Council staff could assist the CRC staff with the meetings.  
 
Commissioners discussed the number of needed meetings at length, and came to a consensus that 
nine meetings would more fully represent the county’s citizens, while not stretching staff 
resources too thin (particularly if help is received from other Executive and Council staff). 
 
MOTION:  Motion by Ms. Lavender to have nine public meetings to represent the nine council 
districts.  
Seconded by Mr. Bocanegra.  
Amended by Mr. Lowry, to include that commissioners’ attendance can be according to their 
individual schedules. Commissioners do not need to attend all meetings. 
The motion was passed unanimously as amended. 
 
CRC and Council staff were directed to immediately begin planning the nine meetings. Mr. 
Yango noted that the proposed calendar for hearings might go into August. 
 
A commissioner asked if there a "game plan" for the meetings, in terms of what is to be 
accomplished and the format of the meeting. Mr. Yango explained that each meeting would 
feature introductions, a short presentation about the charter by CRC staff, and an extended 
comment period for citizens (including time limits for each speaker). A commissioner suggested 
that the issue sheets handed out by LWV and Muni League could be used as a basis to begin 
discussion of the issues.  
 
Next Meeting: Tuesday, May 29, 2007 
 
Mr. Lowry adjourned the meeting at 7:47 pm. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted by Charlotte Ohashi and Corrie Watterson 
 

Municipal League of King County
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1           These kinds of things have-- there has to be

2     more voice from here.  And it can't just be

3     testimony that is largely ignored.  It has to be

4     that we sense we're being heard, listened to.  And

5     it's land use that rises to the top.  I attended an

6     Ag Commission meeting recently where they are

7     considering restricting the size of the house.

8     Where in the world did you get there?

9           So all of these things pressuring on us really

10     boil down to land use, fees, zoning regulations,

11     land use regulations, ag rules, all of those kinds

12     of things.  But they are being passed by those who

13     don't live among us, aren't affected by the rules,

14     and aren't elected by the people who live by the

15     rules.

16           MR. JENSEN:  Next is Kathy Myers, and after

17     Kathy will be David Field.

18           MS. MYERS:  I live in the rural

19     unincorporated section of Maple Valley.  Kind of

20     amusing, how can county government serve you better?

21     How can King County government simultaneously meet

22     the needs of urban and rural residents?  It can't.

23     When you have a government where the vast majority

24     of people are totally unaccountable to the rural

25     residents on issues that affect only rural

Myers, Kathy 
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1     residents, it can't be effective.  It will never be

2     fair.

3           I guess in a theoretical sense, it could be.

4     If the politicians were all motivated solely by

5     doing the best and being ethical.  I don't think

6     anybody that lives in the rural land finds that to

7     be the case with the King County Council.

8           The rural residents have to be governed by

9     people who are accountable to them when it comes

10     time to vote.  If we're not, we are never going to

11     be given fair treatment.  I have lived in Maple

12     Valley for 18 years.  And King County has worked

13     very hard to urbanize the rural lands.  The rural

14     people have protested consistently the urbanization

15     of our lands to no effect whatsoever, because,

16     again, those politicians are not accountable to us.

17     They don't care what we think.

18           When the Growth Management Act was passed, the

19     county was required to put labels on the areas.  The

20     label that they put on the half of Maple Valley that

21     had sewers was ludicrous.  I think it stated that we

22     were a regional draw.  If you drove 20 minutes away,

23     you found people that had never heard of Maple

24     Valley.  We had politicians that would literally get

25     lost when they came to Maple Valley.  And these were

Myers, Kathy 
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1     our representatives.

2           So they put this label on us, that said we

3     were this wonderful essentially urban area.  We

4     weren't.  I called down to Olympia.  Are they

5     required to label us urban because we have sewers?

6     Absolutely not.  They are allowed by law to do that,

7     but the label should be accurate.  It's not.  What

8     can we do?  Nothing.  Apparently it's a bottoms up

9     piece of legislation, which means citizens are

10     supposed to force the legislators to abide by the

11     law by voting.

12           So they put this label on half of Maple

13     Valley.  So they whip out that magic eraser, erase

14     rural and put in urban.  And now when you drive

15     through that portion of Maple Valley, it's

16     appalling.  We are a rural community with urban

17     levels of traffic.

18           I drive through and look at all of the land

19     that used to be beautiful forests and is now boxes

20     sitting ten feet from each other.  It's disgusting.

21     This from a King County council that pays lip

22     service to how deeply it cares about protecting the

23     rural land.  They don't care at all about protecting

24     the rural land.  In my opinion, they chose to do

25     this to Maple Valley, because they had two choices.

Myers, Kathy 
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1     There is a growing demand for more houses here.  The

2     development has to go somewhere.  They could put it

3     in the backyards of those urban constituents that

4     get to vote for them, or they could put in the

5     backyards of the rural people who don't vote for

6     them.  Of course they chose to urbanize the rural

7     part of Maple Valley.

8           That was totally inaccurate and unfair.  We

9     had no say in what happened.  So here's this King

10     County council that professes to care about keeping

11     rural areas rural.  And they slaughter Maple Valley,

12     sell it out to developers.  After that, they came up

13     with a 401 program.  Again, we protested with

14     absolutely no effect whatsoever.

15           And now king County's at it again.  There's

16     150 some acres in Maple Valley.  It's surrounded by

17     incorporated land, but it is rural King County,

18     unincorporated land.  King County is going to

19     designate it urban and sell it to a developer.

20           I am an environmentalist, by the way.  It is

21     incredibly important, critically important to

22     protect habitat in the urban area.  King County has

23     an opportunity to do this on this land.  And if they

24     cared about protecting urban land, that's what they

25     would be doing.  It's a done deal.
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1           As a speaker said, we don't have any

2     representation truly.  They don't care about us.

3     They never will, until they have to, and that's not

4     going to happen.  I believe a previous charter

5     review commission did recommend to them that they

6     find a way for the-- for people like me to have a

7     voice.  Of course, it was their option as to whether

8     to pay attention to that or totally blow it off.

9     And we know what they did.  I don't know if there's

10     anything more that you can do or that you can tell

11     us that we can do.  We're helpless.  As I said, they

12     are not accountable, and they don't want to be.

13           Efficient?  Anyone who is working with DDES--

14     no.  It now takes about a year and a half to get a

15     building permit for a regular person.  I tried to do

16     a development.  Sorry.  Good heavens.  I tried to

17     build a house for my parents.  And I went in -- over

18     the course of three months, I went in several times.

19     Every time, oh, gee, you need this too.  It is a

20     model of inefficiency.  I suspect there are so many

21     regulations, they can't keep them straight.  Is

22     there anything we can do?  Is there anything you can

23     do?

24           MR. JENSEN:  I think it's a good question.

25     And it's definitely a theme that we have heard here.
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  in effect the board of trustees reports to the council.  

  That then provides a multitude of ways by which patrons  

  can make their feelings felt with respect to how the     

  system is being run.                                     

            So it's a common-ended question:  Can we       

  propose a charter amendment like that given the RCW      

  status of the organization?  Thank you.                  

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thanks, Mr. Robinson.     

            Mr. Nelson -- Edwin Nelson?                    

            And after Mr. Nelson will be Mr. Goodspace     

  Guy.                                                     

            EDWIN NELSON:  I'm Edwin Nelson.  I live near  

  Fall City.  Establishing a rural affairs department      

  would probably be a good idea.  I would suggest          

  building places in Monroe, North Bend and Enumclaw to    

  address rural issues of people that live on the eastern  

  part of King County, addressing the rural issues.        

            This is kind of left over from the proposed    

  transfer of Fall City Park to Snoqualmie Tribe.  I       

  noticed that the Olive Taylor Quigley Park in downtown   

  Fall City was also part of this transfer, and I think    

  that should be stricken off the transfer to the tribe.   

  This is in downtown Fall City, south of the Snoqualmie   

  River.                                                  
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            I notice the Fall City Library has been torn   1 
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  down.  It was a substantial building, and I was          

  surprised they would tear it down.  They're going to     

  rebuild it at taxpayer cost.  Is that necessary?         

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Nelson.    

            GOODSPACE GUY NELSON:  My name is Goodspace    

  Guy Nelson, so we have at least two Nelsons in this      

  room.  And I'm one of the candidates for the King        

  County Council, and I'm unhappy with the election        

  procedure that I have to go through.  The district       

  system is rather confusing, so instead of having         

  election to the King County Council by district I would  

  much rather have election at large.                      

            For example, as confusion, I just got a        

  telephone call from a person about two hours ago that    

  told me I'm listed as running for the 2nd District as a  

  Republican on the King County site, but I'm running as   

  a Democrat in the 8th District and I'm running against   

  a person I don't want to run against.  So the district   

  system forces me, if I want to be a candidate, to run    

  against Dow Constantine, which I don't want to do.       

            I like the idea of positive campaigns,         

  instead of negative campaigns.  I want candidates to be  

  able to say, "This is what I'm for; this is what I want  

  to build; this is how we can improve the living         
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            Anybody else?  We're getting close to the end  

  of time, but if there's anybody else with a comment or   

  something they would like to say.                        

            Do any of the commissioners have anymore       

  questions for the audience?                              

            Mr. Nelson, please.                            

            EDWIN NELSON:  I'm not sure if this is         

  appropriate for the charter, but it might be.  I see a   

  lot of unemployed people, whether permanently            

  unemployed, around King County, perhaps best             

  represented by the homeless; but there's also a lot of   

  unemployed people living at home or supported by some    

  other means who would be willing to work.  And we have   

  the highest state minimum wage in the nation among the   

  states, $7.93 an hour.  So these people with problems,   

  whether they be very old or amputees or mentally         

  retarded or ugly or bald, these people with problems,    

  they have difficulty getting work at the minimum wage.   

  So I like the idea of the county leading the way and     

  establishing a new category of employment called         

  helpers, and under this program -- where the county has  

  the obligation of hiring helpers who apply for work at   

  the minimum wage and thus the county gives support to    

  the minimum wage saying we are not going to be happy    
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  the back-up employer and we're going to use these        

  people to open our libraries more, to make our police    

  more powerful by allowing our expensive police that we   

  can't afford have people to supervise to make us a       

  safer environment in our county.  And I want these       

  helpers working in all areas of government according to  

  their ability.  And so an amendment in the charter       

  saying that the county will be the back-up employer      

  could lead the way for other governments to also become  

  back-up employers.                                       

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Nelson.    

            I would like to thank everybody for coming,    

  including our commissioners and Councilmember Lambert.   

  It is just really wonderful for us to have a turnout     

  for this, to have it open like this.  In fact, I think   

  together we probably match everything we've seen so      

  far.  So we appreciate your encouragement.  Thank you.   

            (Applause)                                     

            (Meeting adjourned at 8:05 p.m.)               
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  down.  It was a substantial building, and I was          

  surprised they would tear it down.  They're going to     

  rebuild it at taxpayer cost.  Is that necessary?         

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Nelson.    

            GOODSPACE GUY NELSON:  My name is Goodspace    

  Guy Nelson, so we have at least two Nelsons in this      

  room.  And I'm one of the candidates for the King        

  County Council, and I'm unhappy with the election        

  procedure that I have to go through.  The district       

  system is rather confusing, so instead of having         

  election to the King County Council by district I would  

  much rather have election at large.                      

            For example, as confusion, I just got a        

  telephone call from a person about two hours ago that    

  told me I'm listed as running for the 2nd District as a  

  Republican on the King County site, but I'm running as   

  a Democrat in the 8th District and I'm running against   

  a person I don't want to run against.  So the district   

  system forces me, if I want to be a candidate, to run    

  against Dow Constantine, which I don't want to do.       

            I like the idea of positive campaigns,         

  instead of negative campaigns.  I want candidates to be  

  able to say, "This is what I'm for; this is what I want  

  to build; this is how we can improve the living         
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  life," instead of going to the negative campaigning,     

  tearing people down.                                     

            And so I think running at large would bring a  

  much more positive atmosphere into the elections than    

  running against a person by being confined it to a       

  small district that is a small portion of the county.    

            Also --  Let's see, what is it that I want to  

  say?                                                     

            By running at large --  I don't mean that we   

  should copy the City of Seattle because in the City of   

  Seattle they have positions, so they're not really       

  running at large.  Although it's said they're running    

  at large in the City of Seattle, they're really running  

  against people.  They're not running for the city as a   

  whole.  So I want us to run at large, not for            

  positions.                                               

            Now, a second point, there's a lot of people   

  in our society who are nonpartisan.  There's a group     

  that are partisan, Republicans, and partisan Democrats;  

  and then there's a large group who are not partisan.     

  And seems to me the power should be in the people, in    

  the individual and it should flow from the individual    

  to whoever they elect.  And so having partisan races in  

  King County sort of excludes or diminishes the power of 
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            So I think people will be more empowered if    

  we conduct all of our races as nonpartisan races even    

  though they may be partisan races elsewhere.  And so     

  this will make it much easier for all citizens who are   

  interested in good government to put themselves out as   

  candidates.                                              

            For example, many of the races under the       

  current systems have no candidates.  We already know     

  who is going to win.  For example, in the 2nd District   

  we know who is going to win and we haven't even had the  

  primary.  There is no challenger in the primary.  In     

  the 4th District there is no challenger in the primary.  

  I'm one -- I don't know if there's any other challenger  

  in the primary.  I may be the only challenger in the     

  primary election for the King County Council.  I         

  haven't checked to see if there's another one or not.    

  And that doesn't seem democratic to have elections       

  where there's only one candidate.  What kind of          

  democracy is that?                                       

            Now, on another point, a lot of people say,    

  "I have to vote for the lesser of two evils; I can't     

  vote for who I want because who I want is not going to   

  win.  If I vote for who I want, I'll be throwing my      

  vote away."                                             
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  preference voting, instant runoff voting, where the      

  voter can indicate, "This is my first choice; I know     

  this person is not going to win; he's a member of the    

  Greek party; he has no chance of winning, but that's my  

  first choice."  Or another person says, "My first        

  choice is this libertarian.  I know this libertarian is  

  not going to win, but that's my first choice."           

            And so people don't vote for their first       

  choice under the current system.  They vote for the      

  lesser of the two evils, the big spender who they know   

  is going to win or has a chance of winning.              

            So I think preference voting, choice voting,   

  instant runoff voting, I'm not sure of the details.      

  I'll leave the details to the experts.  So I think I've  

  talked enough.                                           

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Nelson.    

            The next two speakers will be Ken Konigsmark,  

  and the next speaker after Mr. Konigsmark will be Alan   

  Dujenski.                                                

            And I'll say while he is making his way up     

  there, if you failed to sign up or something hits you    

  while you're sitting there and other people are          

  speaking, you will have an opportunity to come up and    

  speak.                                                  
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  Goliath for a while instead of just David and be able    

  to have some more powers, and I think having the rural   

  people have some of the departments report to them so    

  that they had to deal with pleasing us would make a      

  huge difference.                                         

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Mr. Nelson.               

            GOODSPACE GUY NELSON:  Goodspace Guy Nelson.   

  I think we draw our leaders from the elected officials;  

  and with thirteen members on the King County Council,    

  there would be more people with experience to draw       

  State leadership from them.  So I really like the idea   

  of going back to thirteen councilmembers; but I like     

  the idea of them being at large, where if it's easier    

  to run for office the offices without positions would    

  go to those who get the highest number of votes.         

            And often you don't know who your friends      

  are.  So if you're out in the county and you say "This   

  is our need," you might be surprised which members of    

  those thirteen members or whatever the experts think is  

  the best number -- I think it should be more than nine   

  -- you may be surprised suddenly a friend sticks up and  

  says, "Yes, I agrees with you; that's a good issue out   

  in the rural area and I'm going to be your spokesman     

  for that."                                              
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  to an at large system, wouldn't that possibly leave      

  people in the rural areas heavily underutilized by the   

  candidates when they're not looking for votes?           

            GOODSPACE GUY NELSON:  Well, that's a good     

  point.  But when you have a positive system where        

  you're not running against people, where you're running  

  to raise the living standard, the quality of life,       

  basically our living standard and our quality of life    

  rests on the principles of economics and the principles  

  of economics are nonpartisan.  So if you have people of  

  goodwill who don't have to tear down their opponent,     

  who have studied economics, these people who generally   

  use the principle of economics as a base for raising     

  the living standard; and I think the principles of       

  economics work out in the rural areas as in the city.    

  But I suspect you would be surprised who your friends    

  are.                                                     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you.                

            Are there any other comments from the          

  Commission or --                                         

            Please, sir.                                   

            KEN KONIGSMARK:  Ken Konigsmark.  I like your  

  suggestion.  I would like to see the council expanded;   

  but I think the key distinction would be the charter    
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      family and my community. 

            And I don't know why King County is not coming 

      into Boulevard Park.  It's a beautiful place.  And I 

      would just ask that we get some more representation. 

      Sorry for the tears.  Thank you for your time. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you.  According to this sign 

      in sheet, there is no one else that signed up to 

      speak. 

            MR. NELSON:  All right.  I signed up. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Okay.  You were Good Space Guy 

      Nelson. 

            If you would please go to the microphone. 

            MR. NELSON:  Good Space Guy Nelson.  My name 

      is Good Space Guy Nelson.  I'm one of the candidates 

      for county council.  I live at 10219 Ninth Avenue 

      South.  And I'm unhappy with the arrangement of the 

      elections.  We have districts.  And so I'm forced to 

      run against a person I don't want to run against. 

            So I'm forced to run against Dow Constantine. 

      This will be the third time I have run against him. 

      I don't want to run against him.  But the system 

      forces me to run or not be a candidate.  Now, there 

      are several districts where there is no opposition. 

      So I'm thinking I can guess who's going to be the
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      Before the election occurs, I already know who the 

      victor is most likely to be.  So I really think this 

      district system of electing people to the county 

      council does not work well for me. 

            I like the idea of running at large, where the 

      candidates don't have to run against a person.  They 

      can follow more positive campaign of saying this is 

      what I'm running for.  And whoever gets the most 

      votes wins the available offices.  So that's the 

      issue number one. 

            Issue number two, I see a lot of unemployed 

      people around King County.  And it's unlikely that 

      these unemployed people are going to get jobs.  We 

      have the highest state minimum wage in the nation. 

      And these people have problems.  People who have 

      problems, it's difficult for them to get jobs at 

      this minimum wage.  And so I want to have the county 

      and other governments establish a new work 

      classification called helpers.  And under this 

      helper program, anyone who wants to work, who wants 

      to apply to work at the minimum wage can go to King 

      County and to the other governments and say, here I 

      am.  I want to work.  And I want to get a minimum 

      wage.  And if we establish this position, then
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      suddenly can get work, because the government will 

      be the back up employer.  And this will reduce a lot 

      of misery in King County. 

            Now, people who don't have problems, they 

      usually can get work at the minimum wage or even 

      better.  But people who have problems -- and for 

      that individual who has problems, unemployment is a 

      terrible thing.  One of the cures for homelessness 

      is employment.  But there's a lot of homeless people 

      who employers will not rush out to hire at our 

      minimum wage.  So a cure for homelessness is to 

      establish a work category in King County and other 

      governments called helpers. 

            And these helpers-- I was in the military. 

      And it seemed to me that much of the work in the 

      military is done by privates under the supervision 

      of sergeants and officers.  So it seemed to me that 

      the regular employers could be officers and 

      sergeants supervising the available helpers.  To 

      think of the helpers as the privates and a beginning 

      position, a work position through which they can get 

      experience. 

            My third issue-- oh, the second issue of 

      helpers.  Helpers can help open the libraries more

Goodspaceguy, Nelson 3



      to advance our leadership in the nation, King 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

      County's leadership in the nation.  It's good that 

      the people can get education.  And so the helpers 

      can help in the libraries, to open libraries more. 

      And the helpers can help the police, sort of like 

      security guards, private, not private security 

      guards, but military privates, working under the 

      supervision of a police officer.  They can magnify 

      the skills of this high paid police officer. 

      Currently we can't have a lot of police officers, 

      because they are so highly paid.  We can't afford 

      them.  If we give them helpers, suddenly we magnify 

      the abilities of the police officers.  In all the 

      functions that the government does, we can use the 

      available helpers that we get.  And we can erase 

      unemployment for those who want to work in King 

      County. 

            And now my third issue is preference voting or 

      choice voting or instant run off voting.  In my 

      mind, those are sort of all the same.  Different 

      titles for the same thing.  Mrs. Anderson, is that 

      correct, these three titles, do they signify the 

      same thing? 

            MS. ANDERSON:  Instant run off voting applies 

      when there's one winner.  The other two systems can
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      multiple winners. 

            MR. NELSON:  So there's a slight difference. 

      But I don't like the idea of having the voters go 

      into the polls and not voting for their first 

      choice.  I want the power to be with the voters. 

      And the voters should be able to vote for whoever 

      they want, even if they know that person is probably 

      going to lose.  If they vote for their first choice, 

      who is likely to lose, then we go to their second 

      choice and do away with the wasting vote syndrome. 

      And the voters are allowed to express what they 

      want. 

            I do like instant voting.  Preference voting, 

      choice voting.  And I'll let the experts define the 

      difference.  Thank you. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you very much.  There is no 

      one else listed on here.  But, Liz, you wanted to 

      speak. 

            MS. GIBA:  I'm Liz Giba.  And I'm vice 

      president of the North Highline Unincorporated Area 

      Council.  And there have been a number of comments 

      made about the council this evening that I would 

      like to address.  First of all, there are many 

      people who have been on the council who subsequently
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     having fewer councilmembers on the committee, which would 

     put them in maybe not as good a position. 

          I went to several of the regional committee meetings 

     when they first started, and the council was over -- 

     overpowering the city people considerably.  I might say that 

     at that very first meeting, the council sat up at their 

     eye-level thing, and the -- they put the city people down 

     below.  This was not good, based on that, but also they did 

     not have chairmen.  Some of those committees were not even 

     city people.  I think that has changed too.  In other words 

     they've come around. 

          But when we have the mayor speak to our group, 

     sometimes some of them are quite adamant about the fact that 

     it's hard to get along with the county.  It shouldn't be. 

     So I definitely don't want the regional committees 

     obliterated but fixed somewhat. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you, Miriam. 

          Any other commissioners have questions at this time? 

                    (No response.) 

                     Okay.  Goodspaceguy Nelson. 

               GOODSPACEGUY NELSON:  I want to -- I want to thank 

     the members of the council of this charter review commission 

     for volunteering their time.  I consider this to be quite 

     important, and so this is why I'm here for the third time.
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     Goodspaceguy to my name because I'm an advocate for 

     technological advancement, and we just -- just started the 

     space age. 

          The auditor's office:  I believe the auditor's office 

     should be elected so the auditor reports to the people.  I 

     think this would make the auditing function much more 

     effective.  The auditing function should be both financial 

     and performance audits so that, hopefully, by making this 

     office an elected office, we can get more bang for our 

     dollars.  So the auditors can really search for ways that 

     our government can save money and we taxpayers can get more 

     for our dollars. 

          On the libraries, King County Library System is a 

     rather good system, but it could be much better. 

     Frequently, when people are available to go to the library, 

     it's closed.  And more libraries are being built to be 

     closed.  So if you want to go to the library at 8:00 in the 

     morning, you, the owners -- in my opinion, the people are 

     the owners of the King County Library.  If you want to go to 

     your library in 8:00 in the morning, you can't, because it's 

     closed.  If you're suffering from insomnia and you want to 

     go to the library at 10:00 at night, you can't, because it's 

     closed. 

          So the library is one of the main methods of continuing
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     to get a more educated citizenry, it's important that the 

     libraries be open at the citizens' convenience, not at the 

     convenience of the library staff. 

          Now the King County Council appoints or ratifies the 

     appointments of the trustees, so I don't know quite how to 

     do this, but for you on the charter review commission, if 

     you could think of some way that, when reviewing nominees 

     for appointment to the King County Library Board, you find 

     out if they'll get the libraries open.  It doesn't make 

     sense to build new libraries while we're keeping the old 

     libraries open less than they should be open.  So I don't 

     quite know how that will fit into the charter, but I'll let 

     you on the charter commission try to figure that out. 

          Compensation:  Currently I think the King County 

     executive is compensated at one and a half times the amount 

     that a councilmember receives. 

          Now, I like to pinch pennies, so I don't spend very 

     much money.  One of my heroes is Gandhi, and Gandhi also 

     didn't spend very much money.  And so paying the King County 

     executive one and a half times the compensation than the 

     councilmembers I think is too much.  We have a lot of able 

     people on the council approved who just as easily could be 

     county executive.  And so I'd like to pinch some pennies 

     here and reduce that compensation to perhaps one and quarter
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          Now, as I live in the eighth district, and I'm a 

     candidate for King County council.  And thus I'm -- because 

     we're on a district system, I'm forced to run against a 

     councilmember I don't want to run against, but that's the 

     system.  I either run against the councilmember from the 

     eighth district or I don't run.  So I would much prefer to 

     have an at-large system where we elect councilmembers at 

     large.  That way if we elected councilmembers at large, you 

     can vote for all your councilmembers. 

          So currently we have nine councilmembers, and you only 

     get to vote for one of the nine councilmembers who make the 

     rules and regulations that affect your life.  It would be so 

     much nicer if we had staggered elections, say, electing 

     perhaps three councilmembers at each -- each year.  And so 

     throughout the course of three, four years, you get to vote 

     on them all depending on how many councilmembers we have. 

          Suppose we change the number of councilmembers to 12, 

     and we vote for three councilmembers each year, through a 

     period of four years, you'll have the right to vote on all 

     12 councilmembers who are going to shape the framework under 

     which we live. 

          I think that's all I want to say right at this point. 

     Are there any questions? 

               COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  Not really a question.
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               COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  The hours of operation of 

     the library, for example, would be something that we 

     would -- we would specifically look at, but maybe looking at 

     the appointment of the board is something that can be done 

     that would be [inaudible] responsiveness of the library 

     system to [inaudible]. 

               GOODSPACEGUY NELSON:  So the councilmembers do -- 

     do ratify or appoint the board -- board nominations do go 

     through the King County Council? 

               COMMISSIONER JENSEN:  I'm just saying that would 

     be a charge -- that would be something that we would -- we 

     would be able to address rather than, say, the specific 

     operation of the library. 

               GOODSPACEGUY NELSON:  Thank you. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you.  Are there any 

     other questions, councilmembers? 

                    (No response.) 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Okay.  Thank you. 

          Steve Hunter.  Not at this time? 

          Lorri Peasley?  Lorri? 

          Larry Clements?  Hi, Larry.  Come on up. 

          For those of you that -- that may be a little camera 

     shy, we do have cards at the registration table.  So if you 

     prefer to submit a written question or an anonymous
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     initiative could be done either, according to the charter, 

     and it was, so maybe that would change.  It's just that a 

     council is not going to put something on that will change 

     the way they get elected because that's their meat and 

     potatoes, I guess. 

          Somebody in our group found something in the charter, 

     and I forgot where it is -- I have to look -- that says 

     maybe it can be done.  And I had -- I had to look after she 

     told me, and I'm not sure that I can do it again.  Anyway, 

     I'd certainly like to see something other than just 

     depending on the council itself. 

          It's true that the state -- the constitution cannot be 

     changed by initiative or by the people.  That's maybe a 

     little different because it's so big, but I'd like to see 

     some other way to change it, some way to give the people a 

     chance to change it. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Goodspaceguy. 

               GOODSPACEGUY NELSON:  On the question of the 

     elected or appointed charter review commission, I think if 

     the charter review commission were elected, it would give 

     more credibility in the eyes of the people.  Also to make 

     our democracy stronger, I think it might be better to make 

     it easier for concerned citizens to bring their initiatives 

     before the people.  Say if the current requirement is 10
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     if you have to get that many signatures, that's a really 

     difficult thing to do.  But let's say they were reduced, I 

     don't know that the magic amount would be, but say it was 

     reduced in half to -- to 5 percent or 4 percent of the vote 

     for the county executive, that would be a lot easier for the 

     people to participate in our democracy by bringing 

     initiatives before the voters. 

          Thank you. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you. 

          Anybody else?  Bob Loeliger. 

               BOB LOELIGER:  Thank you again. 

          I'm not sure if tax policies are part of the charter, 

     but, honestly, I know one of the larger issues, one of the 

     larger policies in the county involve transportation, as 

     Julia knows well.  She had a great town hall meeting in 

     Renton not too long ago which I attended. 

          But I think one of the best ways that we can -- we can 

     address transportation in this county would be to do some 

     tax shifting.  I would like to reduce our property taxes 

     because property taxes are very regressive with the -- with 

     the way inflation is -- is just boosting the prices of 

     houses' taxes on property is going up severely.  But if we 

     could -- we could put additional taxes on gasoline and 

     petroleum products, I think that would be a disincentive for
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     that we're relatively unique in that way.  And one thing 

     that might be interesting is to look across the globe and 

     see how other representative democracies do manage to 

     finance their public -- their campaigns.  I think it's 

     different.  So just some thoughts.  Just some thoughts. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Goodspaceguy. 

               GOODSPACEGUY NELSON:  Although it's difficult to 

     finance individual campaigns, it is possible for government 

     to continue and expand its public financing of campaigns in 

     general.  For example, we have the voters guide.  So the 

     voters guide is very helpful.  And we have the video voters 

     guide. 

          Now, as a candidate, I was allowed two minutes.  I 

     guess being a King County councilmember isn't very 

     important.  So since for an unimportant position like King 

     County councilmembers, I guess two minutes is enough.  But 

     if some people disagree with me and think that King County 

     councilmembers are an important position, it might be good 

     to have several appearances of the King County television 

     channel. 

          So -- so I think public financing through the voters 

     guide, the printed published voters guide is very good.  And 

     the state could actually copy King County in that -- that 

     method, that it would be nice if the state of Washington got
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     That would probably strengthen democracy a bit.  And I think 

     it would be good if King County increased the public 

     appearances of the candidates on King County television. 

          Now, in any campaign, I opted for mini reporting, which 

     means my campaign is a small budget campaign, so I'm limited 

     to $3,500 for my campaign in addition to my filing fee. 

     That's not -- I think it's really nice when you have this 

     mini reporting option that the county has.  It's my belief 

     that when one spends a huge amount of money on campaigns 

     that it was difficult to raise through special interest 

     groups, then one is obligated to the special interest groups 

     rather than to voters.  So I think it's -- having a mini 

     finance campaign is really a nice option that should be 

     stressed. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you. 

          Are there any questions of Goodspaceguy at this time? 

     I have a question, if I may. 

          You were talking about a statewide voter guide, and I'm 

     not clear what -- what you had in mind, one that the State 

     of Washington would produce that would feature all 

     candidates at all levels or -- 

               GOODSPACEGUY NELSON:  That's only if the people 

     think the primary election is an important election. 

     Currently -- I ran for governor when the libertarian party
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     candidates for governor, and there was no statewide voters 

     guide, and so many people went to the polls not hearing what 

     my message was, so many voters never knew I was a candidate 

     until they saw my name on their -- their ballot.  Had there 

     been a voters guide, they would have been -- they would have 

     known what I was advocating for the state, and so I -- I 

     lost.  I got 44 percent of the majority vote. 

          And then in November, the libertarian party was 

     destroyed as a major party.  So now they only got two 

     parties left.  And so if you're a member of a major party, 

     you either are a democrat or republican, so you have to 

     choose one of two.  We are no longer a three party state. 

          And I thought that the primary -- statewide primary was 

     important.  And the voters throughout the state should have 

     been informed by a statewide voters guide.  That's why I'm 

     glad that the -- King County has this -- a countywide 

     primary voters guide, because in the primary, you see all 

     the candidates, and you decide which of those candidates are 

     going on to the general election in November. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you. 

          Miriam, did you have something? 

               MIRIAM HELGELAND:  [Inaudible.] 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Sure.  Come on back. 

               MIRIAM HELGELAND:  I'd like to comment on the
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     like -- they like the feeling of power.  They like to be 

     courted by money, even though it does take effort.  But 

     there's a lot of -- that's just another -- another push for 

     publicly funded campaigns. 

               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you, Bob. 

          Is there anybody else that has questions or comments to 

     make at this time or new topics that you'd like to raise? 

     Come on back up. 

          Goodspaceguy Nelson. 

               GOODSPACEGUY NELSON:  Another argument:  As I 

     mentioned in the past at previous meetings, I'm in favor of 

     going to a nonpartisan ballot because many people are 

     neither democrat nor republican, and so they're certainly 

     excluded by the partisan ballot.  And if we go to every 

     election a non- -- every position a nonpartisan position, 

     everyone in our democracy can participate. 

          I heard -- when we changed our voting method, I heard 

     many complaints of people were unhappy that they were not 

     able to vote for the person of their choice because they 

     were of the other -- other party.  So if we go to 

     nonpartisan elections of each office, even though they may 

     be partisan in other states, then the people in Washington, 

     they can vote for their -- their choice of whose who's going 

     to lead them.  And so I think nonpartisan elections really
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               CHAIRPERSON HEINECKE:  Thank you. 

          Julia, did you want to speak to that?  Okay? 

          I know that you have run in both nonpartisan and in 

     partisan elections over the years because you started out as 

     a city councilmember, so I was curious actually as to 

     whether or not you had a strong feeling one way or another. 

               COUNCILMEMBER PATTERSON:  Well, I've -- I've run 

     for the King County Council twice in a partisan position, 

     and I understand the pros and the cons.  I think you folks 

     probably understand them better than I do because you've 

     been having these meetings, but the way I think about it is 

     that the pros of having a partisan are that a partisan label 

     gives the public a general sense of -- of political 

     perspective of the individual that's running. 

          So if you're a democrat -- I'm going to generalize 

     greatly here -- you know that democrats in general believe 

     the government can make a positive difference in people's 

     lives.  You know that they believe that.  And if you're a 

     republican, you know that, generally speaking, people who 

     are republicans believe that people are better off if 

     there's not so much government in your life.  And that's a 

     huge, broad definition of democrat and republican in my 

     perspective, but at least the label gives you that much.  So 

     right off the bat you know something, be it very broad about
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  process to decide who actually won.  I don't want to go 

  into that.  It's a lot of mathematics and stuff like 

  that. 

          Okay, the thing is, finally, that Pierce County 

  is doing it.  They had a charter meeting, and the 

  council committee and everything, and people yelled 

  about IRV.  Apparently they're going to do it.  So if 

  now King County could do it, just think of the power. 

  Maybe we could get it in the state, too.  That's where 

  we really need it. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Thank you, sir. 

  Everybody follow what this gentleman was saying about 

  the IRV?  Okay.  Good. 

          Next we should hear from Margaret Nelson. 

  Margaret Nelson, ladies and gentlemen. 

          (Applause) 

          MARGARET NELSON:  Before I begin, I would like 

  to hand a copy of some of my comments to the 

  commissioners so that they might have an easier time. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  Even better, she's got 

  written comments which I will yield to the court 

  reporter for inclusion in the record at this point. 

          Madam Court Reporter, would you please make 

  that an attachment to this transcript.
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  Margaret Nelson.  I live in Federal Way.  I am a member 

  of an ad hoc committee of citizens who like the 

  libraries in King County but who have found over the 

  last 15 months or so that there have been some problems 

  that we have seen, and we need help in figuring out 

  what to do. 

          The King County Library System is not run by 

  the county.  It operates as a rural library system 

  under a Washington State statute, although the rural 

  areas of King County are much depleted and many of the 

  municipalities in King County are now part of the King 

  County Library System; for example, Federal Way. 

          The King County Library System is a taxing 

  district, but the King County Executive appoints the 

  five members of the King County Library System Board of 

  Trustees with Council concurrence, and that's why I'm 

  here, because once these Board members are appointed by 

  the Executive and vetted by the members of the King 

  County Council, there is no formal oversight of their 

  activities by any elected officials ever during their 

  terms.  They are accountable to no one. 

          The five-member Board has often had only three 

  members in attendance at monthly Board meetings, and 

  one member has not attended for over a year which
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          There are no performance audits of King County 

  Library System, nor is there any oversight of the 

  decisions and the decision making processes of the 

  Board of Trustees.  The Trustees rely on the King 

  County Library System director and staff for 

  information and analysis of issues and proposals, and 

  they do not seem to either have or to be able to make 

  the time to thoroughly investigate these proposals and 

  analysis to determine whether or not these are 

  objective and based on fact. 

          King County Library System has an annual $82 

  million operating budget.  In addition, in 2004 we 

  passed a $172 million construction bond for libraries. 

          There is no public process for planning the 

  financial decisions which are made in the committee 

  meetings of the Board, and these meetings are closed to 

  the public because they generally have two people on a 

  committee, and two people is less than a quorum, and 

  therefore they can keep the public out, and they have. 

          New systems, construction, and huge purchases 

  such as the $700,000 machine at the regional library 

  which is used to check books in automatically did not 

  have any cost-benefit analysis done before they decided 

  to buy it.  They just went ahead and did it.  $700,000
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  to check in books. 

          There is a lack of obvious justifications for 

  expenditures of the 2004 $172 million construction 

  bond.  There has been no public justification as to why 

  some libraries are being rebuilt while others are 

  remodeled, and in some cases the current library is 

  less than ten years old. 

          You might consider that the Woodmont library 

  was built in 2000.  They knew that there was going to 

  be growth in the area.  They currently have the 

  Woodmont library closed because they are expanding it. 

  They are approximately doubling the size.  We asked 

  them, well, you sort of knew that Woodmont wasn't big 

  enough when you put this library in in 2000.  Did you 

  make plans for the expansion?  No. 

          Several communities have complained that the 

  King County Library System does not listen to them, and 

  this lack of listening may result in failures of public 

  bond promises.  I would cite the Federal Way 320th 

  library which I was involved in.  I would cite the 

  problems on Vashon.  I would cite the problems with 

  Duvall.  I would cite the problems with Newcastle.  I 

  could go on in a list. 

          We found in our committees that there were
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  same types of problems. 

          We, the non-Seattle residents of King County, 

  are currently paying the costs for Seattle residents 

  who can use the King County Library System but are not 

  taxed by KCLS.  Currently Seattle people check out more 

  books from KCLS than KCLS residents check out from 

  Seattle.  There's supposed to be a deal where you don't 

  get paid when they're deciding one of the resource 

  feuds.* 

          Well, the Seattle Public Library owes the King 

  County Library System approximately $5 million in the 

  last seven years, and there's been no effort to have 

  this money given back to us who are the taxpayers who 

  are paying for the King County Library System. 

          So I ask the Charter Commission to consider, 

  what would be best for King County Library System in 

  the long run?  What charter changes could the 

  Commission's legal staff recommend that would help make 

  the King County Library System and its Board responsive 

  to the County Council and the public since the 

  Executive appoints the Board members and the County 

  Council okays them in the charter. 

          * (The court reporter had difficulty 

  understanding the speaker's last statement.)
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  an annual performance audit of the King County Library 

  System.  Currently there's no annual performance audit. 

  They can do whatever they want.  Who cares?  Okay? 

          Would the Commission please instruct the 

  Charter Commission staff to study library systems in 

  other Washington counties -- Everett runs in a 

  different way than we do in King County -- to see how 

  they manage to provide elected officials oversight for 

  hopefully better planning and management, and then 

  would they recommend changes to the charter to 

  implement these improvements. 

          We hope that these changes would help to ensure 

  a fully engaged Board of Trustees and provide 

  additional measures of accountability and some checks 

  and balances on our money's use in the King County 

  Library System. 

          Thank you very much. 

          (Applause) 

          COMMISSIONER BENNETT:  Can I ask one quick 

  question? 

          You mentioned that there are some others that 

  you felt were models.  Woodmont or Everett? 

          MARGARET NELSON:  Everett.  The city of Everett 

  -- For example, in King County we have got the Seattle
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  separately taxed from the King County Library System. 

  I understand that they've got a similar large city of 

  Everett but that Everett distributes its materials 

  across more of the county than Seattle does.  And what 

  we're trying to do is see, is there anything that could 

  be tweaked in the charter so that a beneficial change 

  could be made to try to have some accountability of the 

  monies and what's being done in the King County Library 

  System. 

          COMMISSIONER BENNETT:  Thank you. 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  That's very helpful. 

          Next we'll hear from Linda Kochmar, your 

  representative. 

          (Applause) 

          LINDA KOCHMAR:  Very nice to meet you, 

  Mr. Williams.  I understand you're from Federal Way? 

          CHAIRPERSON WILLIAMS:  I am from Federal Way. 

  Call me James. 

          LINDA KOCHMAR:  James; and of course I know 

  Trisha and Skip. 

          I'm here on behalf of the Federal Way City 

  Council who passed a resolution.  We actually sent a 

  letter to the County Council supporting the nonpartisan 

  position, to have the elected officials at the county
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  last week and said the fields were getting a little      

  tall and I wish they would come out and cut them.        

            And honestly, I really would like to see the   

  changes in the charter that give the representatives a   

  little bit more control than the way it's set up.        

  Thank you.                                               

            (Applause)                                     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Dujenski.  

            Mr. Nixon.                                     

            And after Mr. Nixon is Peter, is it, Lamana?   

            TOBY NIXON:  Good afternoon -- or I guess      

  it's evening now.  Representative Lambert, Members of    

  the Commission, I appreciate this opportunity to         

  address you tonight.                                     

            I'm Toby Nixon, former State representative    

  for the 45th District and former ranking member on the   

  State Government Operations and Accountability           

  Committee in the State House.  And in that capacity I    

  did a lot of work on reforming our election laws after   

  the 2004 issues that we had.                             

            I'm sure you all remember that over the last   

  few years King County has had a number of challenges in  

  the administration of elections.  And after a few of     

  those incidents, the Executive appointed a panel of     
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  appointed a panel of experts -- the Citizens Elections   

  Oversight Committee -- and both of those panels of       

  highly qualified experts made a number of                

  recommendations as to changes that could be made to      

  improve the administration of elections in King County.  

            One of those recommendations that they both    

  made but that has not yet been implemented is that the   

  county should have a separate department of elections    

  and that department should be headed up by an elected    

  nonpartisan director of elections.  A few of us have     

  gotten together and are working toward implementing      

  that recommendation by initiative.  It was mentioned     

  earlier tonight, Initiative 25.  And so to make it easy  

  for you, the language has already been written for this  

  charter amendment.  It would be very easy to refer to    

  the language of Initiative 25.                           

            In the, I won't be so bold as to say,          

  unlikely event the initiative doesn't pass, I would      

  hope that you would still look at that language and      

  perhaps, if necessary, make some refinements and         

  consider including it in your recommendations for        

  charter amendments to be put to the people.              

            I would like to add a comment.  Mr. Goodspace  

  Guy and I don't -- or Goodspace Guy Nelson and I don't  
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  apparently do agree on is on the question of ranked      

  choice voting or instant runoff voting.  I've been a     

  proponent of that election method for a long time and    

  in fact sponsored legislation in Olympia to allow such   

  elections both on the local level and the State level.   

            And I note that Pierce County, when they went  

  through their charter review process recently, put such  

  an amendment to their voters and it passed last year.    

  And so once again, the language to enable county         

  offices to be elected using instant runoff voting has    

  already been written and it's something you could        

  easily refer to in that Pierce County charter            

  amendment.  The legal research has already been done to  

  show that it is allowed under state law if we wanted to  

  have that in King County.                                

            I agree that I think that that would open up   

  the marketplace of ideas and enable more diversity to    

  come into our election processes, to enable more voices  

  to be heard and for the voters to express what their     

  true first preference is without the fear of throwing    

  away their vote on someone that is perhaps at that       

  point not likely to be elected but if enough people      

  were able to express their preference for some of those  

  ideas that those ideas might emerge and be successful   
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            Thank you very much.                           

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Nixon.     

            (Applause)                                     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Peter, how do you say     

  your last name?                                          

            PETER LAMANA:  Lamana.                         

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Lamana, thank you.        

            PETER LAMANA:  Good evening.  My name is       

  Peter Lamana from Woodinville.                           

            Kathy, help me out here.  Refresh my memory.   

  How much of the property in King County percentage-wise  

  is owned by government?                                  

            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  72 percent is open     

  space.                                                   

            PETER LAMANA:  Okay.  And how much is under    

  the control of King County Government?                   

            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  It's less than that    

  because there's federal lands and State lands.  I don't  

  have that off the top of my head.                        

            PETER LAMANA:  Okay.  I've seen over the       

  years the King County Government involved in a lot of    

  real estate transactions, some of these very large       

  numbers.  I would like to see an amendment where maybe   

  at a specific level that these real estate transactions 
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  appointed commissioner, is that an appropriate thing     

  for us to do?  And why?                                  

            TOBY NIXON:  Well, thank you for the           

  opportunity to respond.  So it probably would not make   

  sense for the Charter Review Commission to put the same  

  exact language back before the voters if they had        

  already voted it down once, and I would agree with       

  that.  But if it turned out that there was some          

  adjustments to it -- I mean, there's a lot of different  

  ways to configure this.                                  

            The proposal in Initiative 25 is to have a     

  separate department of elections headed by a             

  nonpartisan director of elections.  Alternatively you    

  could have a proposal that was the same as every other   

  county has, which is to have a county auditor, which is  

  again an elected position that has responsibility not    

  only for elections but also for finances and records     

  and licensing and other things.                          

            Our proposal Initiative 25 is based            

  specifically on the recommendations of the panels of     

  experts that the county asked for their opinion.  But    

  there are like I said alternative ways of doing it that  

  if the Charter Review Commission believed that the       

  voters still had a strong desire for the additional     
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  elected position but that the proposal needed to be      

  slightly different it would make sense to go back with   

  an alternative proposal later.                           

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  So you are saying this    

  is a well written initiative.                            

            TOBY NIXON:  We think it is.  It very          

  specifically addresses the issues that have occurred     

  over the last few years.                                 

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  The reason I'm asking     

  about is one of the things I'm learning with the         

  current sheriff's position is that some people feel it   

  should go back the other way.  At the same time there    

  are others who feel that we just need to have -- if the  

  initiative had been better written, the sheriff would    

  be on better footing.  So there's a concern in the       

  initiative process that the bar is too low to get on     

  there.                                                   

            TOBY NIXON:  Well, I'd say that's an           

  interesting perspective.  I tend to trust the voters a   

  bit more, and I think that a 10 percent requirement for  

  signatures to get on the ballot with an initiative is    

  pretty high.  That's considerably higher than what the   

  requirement is at the State level, for example.  So I    

  don't see the initiative process in King County as easy 
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            To get an initiative on the ballot in King     

  County right now requires 54,732 valid signatures.       

  Now, for Initiative 25 we've collected almost 75,000.    

  So that's about 31 (phonetic) percent of the voters who  

  voted in the last county Executive race.  So I think     

  there's a lot of support for the proposal based on       

  that.                                                    

            Let me say this about the sheriff.  I think    

  one of the main reasons that the people of King County   

  decided they wanted to have an elected sheriff is so     

  that the sheriff could be an independent voice for the   

  resources that are needed to protect our lives and our   

  property.                                                

            When the sheriff is appointed and the          

  sheriff's budget is just rolled up into the Executive's  

  budget, the sheriff cannot speak out as an independent   

  voice on behalf of the people for the resources needed   

  to ensure that our lives and our property are            

  protected.                                               

            Likewise, I think that that's something that   

  the people in every other County of Washington have      

  with regard to elections the people in King County       

  don't have today.                                        

            Every other county has an elected auditor.    
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  their county commissioner or their county council is     

  underfunding the elections process, not providing the    

  staff or the equipment or resources needed to properly   

  administer an election.  That auditor can go directly    

  to the people through the media or otherwise and raise   

  public awareness of that fact that's being underfunded.  

            We can't do that in King County today because  

  the election's function is seven levels deep in the      

  county bureaucracy; and not only can they not say        

  anything contrary to the Executive in the budget         

  process, they can't even go to Olympia and testify on    

  pending election legislation that would have a serious   

  impact in King County without the Executive's            

  permission.  So I think having an independent voice is   

  very important.                                          

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you very much.      

            Terry?                                         

            COMMISSIONER LAVENDER:  One of the issues      

  that we have heard frequently is that as a local         

  government King County doesn't provide adequate          

  services; and so if you look at this issue as to how     

  you might solve that, there's sort of a whole range of   

  things.  There could be a formal township where the      

  rural areas actually elect their own people and it      
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  County has greater population than like eleven states,   

  all right?  Take a look at those states.  How many       

  members do they have in their state legislatures?  I     

  don't think King County would be disserved to have as    

  many as forty county councilmembers.  You look at some   

  of the big cities that have populations the size of      

  King County.  They have county councils of that size.    

            So think big.  I think that if you really      

  wanted to have -- the actual expense of operating a      

  county council compared to the overall county budget is  

  not that much, just like the cost of operating the       

  state legislature compared to the overall state budget   

  is not very much.  And if you could improve              

  representation by greatly expanding the size of the      

  council and having much smaller districts, that would    

  be another thing to consider.                            

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Is there anybody else?    

            I see a hand in the back.  Please come up to   

  the microphone.                                          

            CITIZEN:  Yes, I would like to respond to      

  Terry's question.  She mentioned the township model.  I  

  think that's something the Commission should definitely  

  look into as a possibility for helping to provide local  

  services to the rural area.  Thank you.                 
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            MR. NUSBAUM:  My name is Lindsay Nusbaum.  I'm 1 
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      in the Delridge neighborhood.  And there's three 

      things I would like to address briefly.  And I think 

      they pertain to the charter in terms of what you 

      guys are considering that has long term impact that 

      can only be done by the charter.  And it deals with 

      processes not so much with people. 

            The first, again, is I'm in support of the 

      instant run off voting.  I just heard the gentleman 

      before, that it would be difficult to implement. 

      Obviously they have done it in San Francisco.  They 

      have done it in Australia for decades.  Ireland, 

      Cambridge, Massachusetts for decades.  So if they 

      can do it, I don't know why we can't effectively. 

            There's many things about that I would support 

      that I won't go into detail.  Because I know you 

      guys-- I could provide information if you want to 

      look into it more. 

            Second, I think publicly financing campaigns 

      would be-- it kind of goes back to what you were 

      saying with the sheriff on, you know, who do we want 

      to hold responsible?  And who do we hold them to? 

      And I think you could make the argument to the whole 

      council in terms of elections. 

            The third thing would be sustainability.  I
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      think there's a growing movement, not just here, but 1 
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      nationwide, worldwide of trying to make, I guess, 

      all things sustainable in terms of economic, 

      ecological, and social programs and businesses.  And 

      I think government could be a leader in that.  And 

      we have a statement in our charter that specifically 

      says how we should manage and how we should run our 

      government in that way.  There's a professor in 

      British Columbia.  I don't know the name off the top 

      of my head.  But he could give you an idea of how to 

      put that into the charter. 

            So that our government, you know, in terms of 

      buildings that we construct, in terms of waste and 

      water treatment, in terms of parks -- for example, 

      they have the goats now that go on the side of the 

      road.  That's sustainable.  And there's many, many 

      different things that can be done in a sustainable 

      way.  I think if we had that in the charter, it 

      would be a good foundation for how we run the 

      government. 

            Those are my three main points.  And, like I 

      said, I could provide more information.  Thank you. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you very much.  And before 

      you leave, would you make sure that you sign on this 

      form?

Nussbaum, Lindsey



3

Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2007 10:33 AM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 10:32:56 AM, on Thursday, April 26, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Lindsey

last: Nussbaum

email: muabssun@yahoo.com

textarea: Sustainablility is an important issue and should be part of our government:

http://seattlepi.nwsource.com/opinion/81525_focus11.shtml
http://www.cityofseattle.net/environment/ 

Groups to contact for outreach:

Sightline Institute    http://www.sightline.org/
Friends of Seattle    http://www.friendsofseattle.org/
Sustainable Seattle  http://www.sustainableseattle.org/

_________________________________________
User IP Address:71.231.230.149
User Software Client:Mozilla/5.0 (Macintosh; U; Intel Mac OS X; en) AppleWebKit/419 
(KHTML, like Gecko) Safari/419.3

Nussbaum, Lindsey



July 10, 2007

www.seadep.com (206)622-6661 * (800)657-1110 FAX: (206)622-6236
SEATTLE DEPOSITION REPORTERS

Page 1

___________________________________________________________

                        KING COUNTY

                         2007-2008

                 Charter Review Commission

                       PUBLIC HEARING

___________________________________________________________

                         6:30 p.m.

                       July 10, 2007

               Black Diamond Community Center

                 Black Diamond, Washington

REPORTED BY:  Yvonne A. Gillette, CCR No. 2129.

Olson, Cory



July 10, 2007

www.seadep.com (206)622-6661 * (800)657-1110 FAX: (206)622-6236
SEATTLE DEPOSITION REPORTERS

Page 31

1     know, and that's a thrill.  And if we can have

2     councilmen come out and have that little bit of a

3     thrill for that few minutes, just think what it's

4     like for us who live here.  And I don't want to lose

5     that.

6           So, please, that's what I really want in the

7     next ten years, to say, we did something that's

8     worthwhile, that's going to last.  Thank you.

9           MR. JENSEN:  The next speaker is Cory Olson.

10           After Cory will be Mr. Hemstad.

11           MR. OLSON:  Welcome to Black Diamond.  I live

12     down the road here about three or four miles with a

13     mailing address in Black Diamond.  However, I am not

14     a resident of the City of Black Diamond.  I'm in

15     unincorporated King County, one of those rural

16     people.  When I came to Black Diamond, it was 30

17     years ago.  And the only contact I had with the King

18     County library system, I had a library card and I

19     went in and checked out books.  And I used to check

20     them out at the city hall.  But then it got moved

21     because the city needed space.

22           And in the year 2000, it was all going to be

23     solved because Black Diamond was going to get a new

24     library.  And when the year 2000 came, and I went to

25     the library, there was a little notice there that
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1     said the King County Library Board had decided

2     because their executive director recommended it,

3     that they deferred a building for the Black Diamond

4     library for nine years.

5           I wrote them, and I went up and told them that

6     was baloney.  And the board a few months later

7     reversed its decision and continued its plan to

8     build a library in Black Diamond.  And since that

9     time, there's been a running battle in Black Diamond

10     between us and the King County library system to get

11     a library.  And we have gone through this process.

12     I have joined the friends of the Black Diamond

13     library.  And we have discovered that our biggest

14     problem has been the director of the King County

15     library system.  He is an employee of the library

16     system, employed by the King County library board.

17           This board is one of, I think some fifty

18     boards, committees and commissions of the county.

19     People are selected by -- nominated by themselves or

20     by councilman or somebody.  And the exec selects the

21     person, recommends it to the council, and the

22     council approves it.  And what we found is that I

23     think those people are much like people on the

24     United States Supreme Court.  They are confirmed

25     by-- appointed by the president, confirmed by the
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1     Senate, and there for life, because no one can

2     review any decisions by those committees or

3     commissions or at least of the King County library

4     board.  Not even the council or the executive who

5     put them there.  And that's been kind of a problem.

6           Now, the board itself has got quality people

7     on it.  But they have been very fair in listening to

8     the community.  As a matter of fact, part of our

9     battle with the executive is we have had to convince

10     the board three different times to choose the site

11     we want in this community.  And every time we choose

12     it, they do something to screw it up.  The next to

13     the last time, they wanted to put it next to the

14     pawnshop.  It's been horrendous.

15           But that King County library system, which may

16     have been a great system when it was created, was a

17     rural library system.  They have dropped the title

18     rural.  It was the King County Rural Library

19     Cooperative or association.  They have dropped that,

20     because over the years they have collected, or I

21     guess you would say consolidated places like Black

22     Diamond and Muckleshoot and Duvall and Carnation,

23     but they have also absorbed everything except Renton

24     and Seattle.  They are the biggest library system in

25     the -- one of the biggest library systems in the
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1     United States.  They compare themselves to the

2     bureau of Brookland in New York.  They are a

3     tremendous system.

4           And it's a great resource, but you cannot get

5     the system reviewed.  You can't have somebody

6     oversee it or come back on it if there's a problem.

7     And we have had a problem.  The first problem, every

8     time we would do something, as I say, the executive

9     would do something, use his power as an executive to

10     stop us.  And he would direct-- they have got over

11     1,200 employees, 80 million-dollar budget.  They

12     have got a lot of money.  A lot of-- it's going on

13     all over the county.

14           But the directors themselves, the board

15     members themselves are not elected by you.  They are

16     not representing any particular area of the county.

17     They are just at large, all of them.  And in this

18     process, he used his authority -- for example, when

19     we were winning issues with his board, he moved all

20     the staff out of the Black Diamond library and

21     started rotating around.  A lot of them quit.  And

22     there's a bunch of strangers in the Black Diamond

23     library.  We didn't find out until later.  We were

24     one of the first people to be clustered.

25           They started to listen, and they finally
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1     commissioned a report by an independent outfit about

2     what was going on.

3           MR. JENSEN:  I'll ask you to wrap it up if you

4     would.

5           MR. OLSON:  What they found out is there's a

6     total lack of communication and leadership in the

7     King County library system.  And after hearing all

8     that, and finding out all the things that were going

9     on, what the board did, they rehired the director

10     for another year, another term.

11           There's no way that we as people in all these

12     different parts of the county can have that decision

13     reviewed.  That position should be either elected or

14     there should be a process put in place where we can

15     bring to the county a recall process where they

16     review the actions of these boards like this rather

17     than have them be elected for life.

18           MR. JENSEN:  The next speaker is Mr. Anthony

19     Hempstead.

20           MR. HEMSTAD:  Thank you.  We appreciate you

21     coming down to Black Diamond tonight.  I'm Anthony

22     Hemstad.  I'm the city manager of the city of

23     Maple Valley.  But tonight I'm hear to speak as an

24     individual, not as a city manager.

25           I would like to recognize Linda Johnson, who's
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 6

            And if you're uncomfortable with speaking at 1 

      the microphone, you can give us comments in written 2 

      form or send us an e-mail. 3 

            MS. CATO:  We have Robert Parker. 4 

            MR. PARKER:  I have two things I wanted to 5 

      mention.  One I think is that the confidence in the 6 

      electoral process is just very basic to what we do 7 

      here, and that you if you don't have confidence in 8 

      it, then people don't vote, and they don't 9 

      participate.  And you have a big problem. 10 

            So I think in the last election that we had, 11 

      people probably had some doubts about how everything 12 

      operated there.  And there seemed to be a maybe 13 

      partisan bias.  So I think it would be good to have 14 

      the director of elections be a nonpartisan, either 15 

      through an election -- either elected by the people 16 

      or appointed by a nonpartisan commission in some 17 

      way. 18 

            And the other one I have, I am not sure if it 19 

      falls into your charter amendment, but it has to do 20 

      with the budgeting process.  And it seems to be like 21 

      the process that's followed tends to be partisan. 22 

      In my way of thinking, if in terms of this was an 23 

      organization like a corporation, you would start at 24 

      the top and say, what are-- what are the highest25 

Parker, Robert



 7

      priority items that we need to provide to the 1 

      public?  And you would stack rank those things.  And 2 

      then you would look at the money that you had, and 3 

      you would allocate them through that process.  And 4 

      when you ran out of money, you would drop the things 5 

      off that list.  So that seems a rational way to 6 

      approach the budget process.  I am not sure if that 7 

      could be part of the charter. 8 

            Thank you. 9 

            MS. CATO:  Thank you.  Does anybody else want 10 

      to volunteer? 11 

            MR. TATE:  My name is Richard Tate from Mercer 12 

      Island.  I would like to second the remarks that 13 

      were just made about the need to appoint the person 14 

      responsible for elections.  I think there's an 15 

      enormous amount of mistrust.  Disbelief has been 16 

      engendered recently by what has happened with our 17 

      electoral process.  And I think it's very important. 18 

            With regard to the initiative process, I do 19 

      think this is important now.  I think, in 20 

      particular, that we should avoid any attempt to 21 

      remove the initiative process from King County 22 

      Council's decision making.  And in particular, I 23 

      think it should be-- we should resist any attempt to 24 

      invalidate paid signature gatherers for example, so25 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

From: Yango, Mark
Sent: Monday, July 09, 2007 9:46 AM
To: 'Elena Perez'
Cc: Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: RE: Comments for Charter Review Commission

Page 1 of 2

8/1/2007

Hello Elena, 
  
Thanks very much for your issues and comments. We will make sure they get recorded and the Commission gets 
to review them in September when we start deliberations. If you have any further questions, feel free to contact 
me. 
  
- Mark 
  

Mark Yango 
Charter Review Coordinator 
Office of King County Executive Ron Sims 
Columbia Center 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Work: (206) 296-4628 
Cell: (206) 450-9258 
email: mark.yango@metrokc.gov 
  
  
  
 

From: Elena Perez [mailto:eperez@ufcw21.org]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2007 4:23 PM 
To: Yango, Mark 
Subject: Comments for Charter Review Commission 
 
Dear Mr. Yango, 
  
I have two comments for your Charter Review Commission: 
  
1- Immigration:  I believe that King County should be declared a Sanctuary County for all people living here.  Until 
smart and common-sense immigration reform is accomplished, it is unjust to terrorize undocumented 
immigrants that have come to King County solely because there are employers here that are seeking them out as 
employees.   
  
2- Economic Development:  Given the incredible amount of development that has taken place over the past 
decade which will continue into the next; I feel it is important that King County citizens have a voice in what type 
of development takes place in their communities.  The carte blanche that has been given to developers must 
stop.  I strongly encourage King County to find ways to make the development process very transparent and 
accountable to the public.  There are plenty of developers that want to build here.  We should hold them to the 
highest standards to ensure that development results in healthier communities in both the environmental and 
economic sense.  The county should require both Environmental Impact Statements and Economic Impact 
Statements to ensure that developments don't harm the environment and that they pay living wages during the 
construction and following (retail stores planned for developments should be held to high standards regarding 

Perez, Elena



wages and benefits).  King County should also ensure that development does not negatively impact small local 
businesses.  Community Benefit Agreements are also a wonderful tool to accomplish these objectives. 
  
Thank you for your time and attention. 
  
Elena Perez 

Page 2 of 2

8/1/2007
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.

Pettingill, Juli Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07



                    THE PUBLIC:  Is Juli here? 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  She spoke earlier. 

                    MS. PETTINGILL:  I don't know a 

  great deal about it, but there's signatures going 

  around to put it on the ballot. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Would you mind coming 

  up -- I'm so sorry -- just so everyone can hear you on 

  TV. 

                    MS. PETTINGILL:  There's Initiative 

  I25 that's going around collecting signatures.  I 

  believe they need to collect those signatures by the 

  22nd of this month to go on the ballot for elected 

  director. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  For what? 

                    THE PUBLIC:  Is it state?  Is it 

  county? 

                    THE PUBLIC:  What is I25? 

                    MS. PETTINGILL:  Elected election 

  director. 

                    MS. NORTH:  Just for King County. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  Okay. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you.  I saw a 

  gentleman in the back. 

                    MR. EARLY:  My name is Mark Early. 

  I live in Seattle, Washington.

Pettingill, Juli Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.
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  Washington that I've heard about, the cost is just 

  climbing year after year.  At some point, the average 

  person simply won't be eligible for most offices. 

  They won't have the time to raise money.  They won't 

  have the wherewithal to raise money and challenge an 

  incumbent, for example. 

      I strongly believe that the only thing more 

  expensive than reforming the finance system and having 

  public funding of elections is not doing so.  And I 

  strongly endorse that idea. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Next up is Elaine 

  Phelps. 

                    MS. PHELPS:  My name is Elaine 

  Phelps, and I live in Shoreline.  There are two issues 

  also that concern me.  One I've already raised, but I 

  wanted to bring it up here in public.  Many of you may 

  not know that there was an election in February for 

  the King Conservation District. 

      And something like one one-hundredth of one 

  percent of King County voters voted on it.  This is an 

  organization that is responsible for millions of 

  dollars of public money.  And no one knew about this. 

  We had a place to vote in Shoreline, and one in 

  Seattle, one in, I think, Enumclaw, and about three
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      That's for a million voters.  This is not right. 

  And this is a legislative matter, and what I would 

  like to see is the county, King County Council, to 

  pursue this with the legislature, it's a legislative 

  matter, about funding these elections because in order 

  to vote to put them on the King County ballot would 

  cost the conservation district something like a 

  million dollars.  They were told, or I was told that 

  was the fee, which, of course, is like one-third of 

  their budget of a fifth of their budget.  They can't 

  afford that. 

      They need to be included in the regular ballot.  I 

  bet there's not a person other than perhaps my husband 

  and I and one other who has voted in that election 

  including councilmembers. 

      Wonderful.  And that's -- Shoreline had a much 

  better turn out, though, but, anyway, given the amount 

  that was there.  And thanks to Janet Way that we had 

  some information. 

      The other issue I would like to speak about -- and 

  I have already raised this issue with Councilmember 

  Ferguson, and they've done a good job in routing me to 

  where I can get some information, but I want this to 

  be a council matter, council issue, with the

Phelps, Elaine Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07
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      And the other is about the sheriff.  I am very -- 

  I won't say ignorant, but I'm not as intimately 

  acquainted with the affairs of the sheriff's 

  department, but I am very, very concerned when we have 

  elections for sheriff. 

      This, in my opinion -- we used to have a sheriff 

  under the executive, and while that has some problems 

  too, one of the things that I don't want, I really 

  don't want an independent sheriff.  I want a sheriff 

  who is answerable, not at the next election, but 

  currently. 

      So that when the sheriff department has problems, 

  I'm not talking about the sheriff in particular, but 

  when the whole department has problems, which they do 

  have as a holdover, I think, from the previous sheriff 

  who was elected, I think that we need to have 

  immediate response from the executive. 

      And I think there have to be some limits and 

  boundaries put upon the executive ability to deal with 

  the sheriff, I think, because we don't want one-man 

  rule in this county, but I think it's really essential 

  that we do have a non-elected sheriff.  Thank you. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thank you.  Is Robert 

  Ransom interested in speaking?

Phelps, Elaine Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07
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1     We will make a report next year to the county

2     council with regard to the charter issues that might

3     be considered for public vote.

4           The Commission represents or is made up of

5     people from all nine council districts.  We have

6     been holding hearings around the county for the last

7     few weeks.  We will have a hearing in every council

8     district.  We have been talking with people who have

9     come to our meetings and addressed us on various

10     issues.  We have had extensive outreach to more than

11     three hundred people in groups, gotten input from

12     them.  And now our mission is to hear from the

13     public.  And subsequently, we'll also take written

14     testimony if you don't want to talk.

15           Before we go to public testimony, we're going

16     to do two things.  First, Councilmember Phillips is

17     going to talk.  And Mark Yango is going to talk

18     briefly about the charter.  Councilmember Phillips.

19           MR. PHILLIPS:  Bryan, thank you.  It's great to

20     be with you this evening and join all the members of

21     the Charter Review Commission that are here this

22     evening and representing all the commission as a

23     whole in terms of their outreach and their work on

24     behalf of the citizens of King County.  I want to

25     commend you for your time and effort.  It's hard to
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1     give up this much time, especially with the good

2     weather approaching us in summer.  But for myself

3     and my colleagues, thank you for your great work,

4     your outreach to our community, listening to their

5     concerns and holding these public hearings, and then

6     of course thoughtfully considering their views and

7     recommendations as you begin to formulate them and

8     bring them forward to the executive and to the

9     county council.

10           I particularly wanted to thank the cochairs of

11     the commission, Governor Mike Lowry and former

12     Councilmember Lois North, two very fine elected

13     county officials who had a great deal to do with the

14     beginnings of county government as we know it today

15     under our charter and putting the first elements of

16     county charter government together.  And I think

17     your work has stood the test of time.  And for the

18     citizens of King County who may be a little bit new

19     to our charter and what has come before us, it came

20     out of a period of turmoil that the freeholders and

21     citizens did great work in putting the modern

22     charter together in my judgment.  And I notice on

23     the first slide, it has stood the test of time for

24     some 40 years.

25           So I want to say thank you again to them and
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1     for their great work.  We are fortunate to live in a

2     community where citizens will step up and volunteer

3     and try to meet their constitutional, and in this

4     case, charter responsibilities, and try to make a

5     product better if it needs to be.  And the work of

6     this commission, I think, is very helpful to our

7     democracy helping to provide the citizens with a

8     sense our work is reliable, stable, and the

9     governance we have actually works, even in the

10     context of having to make some changes.

11           So along with all of you and our two former

12     county elected officials, I have had a chance to

13     work in King County government for a long time, had

14     an opportunity to work on both sides of the

15     government, first as a staffer to then County

16     Executive Randy Revelle as his chief of staff, now

17     as a member of the county council.  I have had a

18     chance to see the operations of county government

19     from both sides.  And I highly value the work of the

20     executive and the council, our legislative agencies,

21     of course, our courts and their work with regard to

22     direction of county government and serving our

23     public.

24           I wanted to say before we go too much further

25     though that it's a very dynamic county that we live
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1     in.  So this charter is very helpful to us in

2     meeting the issues as they emerge and as an organic

3     law of our county, very helpful to us in settling a

4     lot of disputes.  So I take it seriously.  I think

5     the charter is a great document in terms of

6     alignment of authorities and also of the various

7     branches of our government, but also providing the

8     checks and balances which I think is necessary and

9     to make sure we're formulating good policy.

10           One of the things I wanted to mention --

11     actually two major points I wanted to say this

12     evening is our public is demanding transparency in

13     our governments, from the federal to state to local

14     governments.  And certainly county government as a

15     regional government.  And I think the voters have a

16     right to know what their government's up to.  And

17     they also have a right to know who is serving in

18     their various posts in our local governments,

19     particularly county council.  One of the things I

20     wanted to address this evening is the importance of

21     exposure of political philosophy to voters as they

22     make a choice.

23           You have been wrestling with this, the issue

24     of whether it should be a partisan or nonpartisan

25     county council.  It's a seemingly age old question
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1     in terms of that dispute.  I come down on the side

2     of hopeful that we would continue with the partisan

3     government.  And it's not because the county council

4     is a terribly partisan place.  I want to explode

5     that urban myth, if you will.  But I think in terms

6     of transparency, it helps the voter to know who is

7     serving in the county government.

8           And I also believe, as you will see and know

9     probably at this point, the breadth and depth of

10     political opinion and philosophy in King County.

11     And I think that over time our county council has

12     represented those views.  And I think frankly it

13     makes for better legislation when-- at the end of

14     the day to have those views expressed, to have the

15     discussion and debate being fully engaged so the

16     public knows where people are on the issues and also

17     that their views have been expressed.

18           The reason I think it's important in terms of

19     the voter's perspective, who they are voting into

20     office versus what happens once people are

21     governing, is that I think there is a sense that the

22     county council is overwhelmingly partisan.  And so I

23     did a little research, because that has not been my

24     experience.  Looking back over nearly five thousand

25     votes on the county council for the last nine and a
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1     half years, if I asked you to guess how many of

2     those would have been split votes, most people that

3     I have talked to have been upward north of ten

4     percent.  In fact, only six percent of nearly five

5     thousand votes have been split.  Almost all of our

6     legislation over that nine and a half years has been

7     unanimous.  And the reason I'm fairly confident

8     those statistics would bear out in my experience is

9     the county council works its legislation very hard.

10     We get good proposals.  And our county council works

11     the legislation well in committee before it comes to

12     a full vote before the council.  Amendments are

13     entertained.  But they are dealt with appropriately.

14           Of the votes that are split, in the last nine

15     and a half years, one half of one percent have been

16     partisan.  And I brought the sheet of partisan votes

17     here.  In other words, when it's a thirteen member

18     council, it was seven to six one way or the other

19     along party lines.  Most of the split votes that we

20     do have tend to be not along party lines, but more

21     along geographic lines, if you will, the differences

22     between urban, suburban, and rural King County.  And

23     those interests are not always the same.  So we do

24     from time to time have split votes.

25           So I wanted to address that issue.  I know
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1     it's been on people's minds for a long time.  But my

2     experience has been having that representation is

3     important.  Having that debate and discussion is

4     important.  And working well as a legislative body,

5     I think, ends up getting the kind of legislation

6     that we have.  And it too stands the test of time.

7           The other thing I wanted to say is the charter

8     has been very effective, in my judgment, over the 40

9     years.  It hasn't required a lot of amendment.  And

10     I think as you take your testimony, look at

11     recommendations, and formulate potential amendments,

12     there are a couple of areas that I do think must

13     have some attention.  The State Supreme Court did

14     decide a case that led us to the initiative process

15     to amend the county charter by initiative.

16           I was not a friend of that.  I think the

17     system we had has been a good one relative to the

18     Charter Review Commission making recommendations and

19     the county council moving those forward as

20     appropriate to the voters.  But we do have the

21     initiative process now as a result of Supreme Court

22     opinion.  I don't think though that you can borrow

23     the referendum section of the county charter and its

24     signature requirements in order to do the

25     initiative-- initiative portion of the charter.  So
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1     we're going to have to put a new section in place,

2     in my judgment.

3           The other is, we have, in my judgment, a very

4     fortunate situation with regard to the regional

5     committees that serve our public, regional water

6     quality, regional transit, and the regional policy

7     committees.  Two of those are hold overs from the

8     Metro merger, and they work very well.  But that was

9     formulated in the merger when it went to the

10     thirteen member council, and we now have a nine

11     member council.

12           As Lois North and I were speaking ahead of

13     the meeting a little bit about the difference

14     between the two.  King County is a very big place,

15     1.8 million people, 39 cities, but only nine county

16     council members.  I would like to make a graphic

17     here if you will to bring home and illustrate this

18     point.  If you had a stadium 25 times the size of

19     Husky Stadium, and you filled it with every person

20     in King County, imagine trying to look across the

21     stadium and pick out your county council member.

22     It's a difficult job relative to the size of this

23     county and the responsibilities.  And then to have

24     nine of us serve on those three committees without

25     shrinking those committees, I think, is very
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1     difficult in terms of our overall responsibilities.

2           I hope you would take a look at the size and

3     the number of the regional committees and see if

4     there's something we might be able to do to better

5     structure them for our appointment to them and the

6     attendance at the meetings.  I think that would be a

7     great help.

8           Those are the two that come to mind that I

9     think need to have some serious attention by the

10     Commission.  But I think the fewer the number, the

11     better, because our county charter has stood the

12     test of time and served our citizens very well and I

13     think puts us in a position to serve them well into

14     the future.

15           So, Bryan, thank you for the chance to be

16     here.

17           MR. GLYNN:  Any questions?  Terry.

18           MS. LAVENDER:  Do you think on the issue of

19     partisan versus nonpartisan -- since the primaries

20     have changed.  You used to be able to cross and vote

21     for more moderate people in the primaries, and now

22     the primaries are controlled by the parties.  Do you

23     think that causes things to become more partisan?

24           MR. PHILLIPS:  I don't think we have seen that

25     yet.  We do have members or our council who are
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1     conservative and liberal and moderates in between.

2     And I think it also goes from issue to issue.  We

3     have not seen that yet with regard to the doing away

4     of the blanket primary and allowing people to cross

5     party lines.  I think that may be something we can

6     think about in the future, but I haven't seen it

7     yet.

8           MR. GLYNN:  Anything else for Councilmember

9     Phillips?  Thank you very much.

10           At this point, I'm going to ask Mark to talk

11     briefly to the process that the Commission is

12     following.

13           (Powerpoint presentation by Mark Yango.)

14           MR. GLYNN:  Before we call the first person to

15     speak, I want to make sure that -- there's a

16     verbatim transcript being made of this so we will

17     have a record of what you say, so speak clearly.

18     And when you go up there, state your name, please.

19           The first person we have is Carin Willette.

20           MS. WILLETTE:  I put a question mark there.

21     They told me I had to sign a form.

22           MR. HIRAKAWA:  I wasn't sure if you wanted to

23     speak tonight.

24           MS. WILLETTE:  Actually I was about to leave.

25     I appreciate the fact that I was able to sit here
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1           MR. PHILLIPS:  Yes.  With regard to-- and we

2     have done this in some instances to insure

3     geographical representation and keeping more voices

4     at the table.  We have split those in certain cases

5     where we may have two people on the committee, but

6     they only have a half vote.  That makes sure you

7     have a geographical representation and the voices

8     there to articulate that city or a view from that

9     portion of the county.

10           MS. LAVENDER:  Right now, you pretty much have

11     to be on two committees.

12           MR. PHILLIPS:  Yes.  And some of us have served

13     on three.  If you look at the-- and I saw Ross Baker

14     here who's been through this.  He's battle scarred

15     now, because of these issues of trying to get county

16     council members onto our standing committee

17     structure and the regional committee structures and

18     the emerging regional committees that weren't there

19     ten or fifteen years ago.  A huge endeavor.  We

20     didn't have the regional transportation investment

21     district a few years ago.  We spent years trying to

22     get something.  We didn't have Sound Transit in

23     terms of our involvement with that, which is heavy

24     duty.  That's a lot of work on the executive side

25     but also for the council.
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1           Those are three relatively new regional

2     responsibilities.  And if you add in other outside

3     activities, the workload is daunting.  Two hundred

4     thousand constituents to represent, which is a big

5     load.  You add in all the regional work, the

6     standing committee work, the council meeting on

7     Monday afternoon, and the regional work on top of

8     that, what you end up with is tired council members.

9     But you also end up with situations where members

10     can't fully participate in the regional committee

11     work.

12           I value it very highly.  But we're not

13     cramming any more hours in the week.  That's the

14     problem.  So it would be helpful if we address that

15     issue.  It was really set up for a thirteen member

16     council.

17           MS. NORTH:  Do you have any ideas how you can

18     substitute a mechanism for the regional committees?

19     I know how important it is for suburban cities to

20     feel -- because it is a regional government, and

21     it's extremely important.  And I also know having

22     been in your shoes that by the time you do the Puget

23     Sound council governments, the standing committees

24     on the county council, as you state, meet and visit

25     with your constituents, try to cover those regional
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1     committees, it is a lot.  But what can we do to

2     address it?  The regional committees are important.

3           MR. PHILLIPS:  They are very important.

4           MS. NORTH:  Is there some other alternative?

5           MR. PHILLIPS:  Well, a deal's a deal.  When we

6     did the merger, we said we would carry forward the

7     two major responsibilities.  There needs to be a

8     mechanism to address regional transit issues and to

9     address regional water quality.  And then

10     Councilmember Nickles and I articulated that there

11     needed to be a place for the region to address

12     emerging issues.  And that's where regional policy

13     came from.

14           I am not articulating that we get rid of any

15     one of them.  I think a deal's a deal.  It's just

16     the structure of them I think needs to be addressed

17     in terms of the best use of our time and resources.

18     One member did say, maybe we could fold them all

19     together and have a regional policy committee, and

20     you would address transit and or other elements.  I

21     thought about it from time to time.  Well, if we

22     can't get a charter amendment through rather than

23     meet monthly, why don't we meet quarterly?  And you

24     could have a month devoted to water quality, a month

25     that's devoted to transit, a month devoted to
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1     regional policy work.  But instead of two hours, you

2     could meet a whole day.  There are different ways to

3     structurally deal with it.

4           I am not sure we need a charter amendment to

5     do what I just said.  But it does need to be

6     addressed, in my judgment, in order to carry on the

7     promise of the good work of those committees, but

8     also to make sure they continue to be functional.

9           MS. NORTH:  While we're at it, now that you're

10     here, I have heard, at least when I was on the

11     council myself, from the participating cities, they

12     would say, there should be some teeth that requires

13     that the county council must take a vote up or down

14     on our recommendations.  That very often these

15     committees meet and work and arrive at some kind of

16     recommendation.  It goes to the council and just

17     dies somewhere in a black hole.  And their wish was

18     that it had to be addressed within a month or six

19     weeks by the council and that there was an honest to

20     gosh discussion of it and an up or down vote.  Does

21     that make any sense?

22           MR. PHILLIPS:  I am not sure that that's been

23     my experience.  So I guess I would have to talk to

24     someone who had that experience.  Under our charter,

25     if it's a regional plan or policy that's brought
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1     over from the executive, it must be -- it's a

2     mandatory referral to the standing committee.  In

3     other words, if it's changing policies with regard

4     to Metro transit, and the executive forwarded it to

5     the county council, it goes to the county council

6     for first reading and is referred as a mandatory

7     referral to the regional transit committee.  If we

8     change it or defeat it, it's got to go back to the

9     regional, in this case, regional transit committee

10     and be dealt with again.  I am not aware of that.

11           Where this gets a little tricky is when there

12     are suburban officials and others who would like to

13     have more operational control and budget and

14     programmatic control of county government as opposed

15     to policy.  These are policy committees.  So this

16     has been a raging debate for some time as to what is

17     a policy, what is a budget, what is a program.

18           So on the operational side, we're very careful

19     that operations of the county government stay with

20     the county executive and the policy oversight with

21     the council.  If it's a regional policy matter, then

22     it comes to the regional policy for the first

23     opportunity to deal with it.  But, again, I think we

24     have been pretty respectful of those lines of

25     demarcation, if you will.  I guess I would have to
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1     hear the examples.  It's certainly not been true in

2     water quality which is the committee I serve on.  We

3     debate things endlessly.

4           MR. GLYNN:  Any other questions among

5     ourselves?

6           MS. HEINECKE:  And I don't know if it's so

7     much a question, but just a comment, because most of

8     us in the room are commissioners.  But I know as I

9     have been talking to people about these hearings and

10     encouraging turn out, I have heard a lot of people

11     confused about what the role of county government

12     is, what the mission of county government is

13     relative to things like public safety.  How come it

14     is that the State Patrol has these roads, and the

15     county has those, and the city police department has

16     those?  And why does it have to be that way?  And is

17     there a more efficient way to do it?  That would

18     involve certainly a lot more than looking at just

19     the county charter and making those kinds of

20     changes.

21           But I'm wondering how you would respond to

22     people asking you that kind of question.

23           MR. PHILLIPS:  Kind of two questions, the role

24     of county government and how did we get to this

25     mess.  Take the last one first.  We have a popullist
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1     tradition in the state of Washington.  And much of

2     our governance is derived from the state

3     constitution and state law.  And so we have a county

4     government because we're a subdivision of the state.

5     And then within your counties, if you want to go to

6     a municipal form of government, citizens are free to

7     do that.  But there's always a theory that citizens

8     within this state like government very close to

9     them.  That's why we have almost three hundred

10     school districts in the state of Washington, because

11     people want to be able to access their local elected

12     official on the issue of the day.  But that has much

13     more to do with our tradition than necessarily

14     issues of being very efficient.

15           The role of county government is pretty

16     simple.  We're a local government provider, and

17     always have been, even before we had a current form

18     of government.  We're also a regional provider of

19     service.  One of the questions I noticed up here,

20     not on this chart.  I think it was twelve-- one of

21     the questions up here was how can King County

22     government simultaneously meet the needs of urban

23     and rural residents?  Well, they have been doing it

24     for as long as I have been around county government.

25     It's nothing new.  We have been providing local
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1     services to unincorporated King County, and we have

2     been providing regional services since there was a

3     county government, because for public safety

4     purposes, the state requires it.  There must be a

5     superior court.  The provision of public safety and

6     justice must be done by county government.  Your

7     cities can't try felons.  So we do both.

8           I would say we are slowly emerging much more

9     as a regional government than a provider of local

10     government services with the exception of the rural

11     area.  And as the urban -- pockets of urban

12     unincorporated King County disappear, it will be

13     mostly the rural area we deal with in terms of local

14     services.  And we will continue to provide the

15     regional services which we have talked about as a

16     matter of law or things that we have come into

17     contact with, transportation, natural resources,

18     whatever it might be.

19           Mostly, I say that because I think there will

20     be an opportunity for some of our agencies like the

21     sheriff's department to work for cities by contract,

22     which I think is a good thing in terms of your

23     comment about efficiency.  Our sheriff's department

24     gets pretty good reviews for the services they

25     provide.
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1           So it's a mix.  I think it's a pretty good

2     one.  And the regional responsibilities are going to

3     be pretty important.

4           MR. BOCANEGRA:  Just to follow up a little bit

5     on what you were saying regarding public safety.

6     One of the concerns that it's very important in the

7     Latino community right now is the raids by

8     immigration and-- ICE -- I don't know what they call

9     them anymore.  And one of the things that we have

10     been able to do like with city government, we have

11     been able to get the police department to not

12     cooperate with ICE when it comes to arresting

13     undocumented workers in the city.  And it's worked

14     very effectively.

15           Where it kind of went off was when the

16     operation in South Park occurred about a year and a

17     half or two years ago where county police and city

18     police started to cooperate with ICE in doing some

19     of the raids that they were doing.  And we were able

20     to harness or pull back the harness on the city

21     police department based on the law we were able to

22     pass at the city level.

23           I believe that the county charter doesn't only

24     deal with physical issues or with environmental

25     issues.  It also needs to deal with the some of the
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      accepted by the public.  People don't necessarily 1 

      want to use it, at least based on their actions. 2 

            So I would like to see some rational process 3 

      that-- where we spend the dollars in proportion to 4 

      supporting the people who are using the public 5 

      highways and transportation.  Doesn't mean you 6 

      shouldn't have public of mass transportation, but 7 

      let's spend the dollars in a relative way. 8 

            MR. PUTTER:  I have to put the mic down.  My 9 

      name is Sonny Putter.  I'm a councilmember for the 10 

      City of Newcastle.  And I serve on behalf of 11 

      Suburban Cities Association as the chair of the task 12 

      force providing input from all 37 member cities of 13 

      suburban cities to the commission.  So I'm pleased 14 

      to be able to hear what the citizens are saying. 15 

            I want to emphasize that Suburban Cities is 16 

      not yet in a position to be able to provide you with 17 

      the views of our membership.  We will at the next 18 

      meeting.  We hope by the 20th to be able to get 19 

      direction from our chief policy making body.  The 20 

      public issues committee, and ultimately the board, 21 

      ratifies that. 22 

            So any comments I have are purely my own, not 23 

      those of the city of Newcastle.  With that, I would 24 

      like to share a little bit about the regional25 
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      committees and my experience on them.  I have had 1 

      the honor and pleasure to serve on all three of the 2 

      regional committees.  Three years on the regional 3 

      water quality committee at the time that the 4 

      committee forwarded to the King County Council 5 

      approval of the Brightwater project.  One year on 6 

      the regional transit committee in 2002, when the 7 

      regional transit committee recommended a change to 8 

      the policies for allocating new service for transit 9 

      that distributed new service 40 percent to south 10 

      county, 40 percent to the east side, and 20 percent 11 

      the west part of the county, while preserving 12 

      approximately 63 percent of existing service for the 13 

      Seattle area.  So it was a very momentous 14 

      opportunity for cities and county councilmembers to 15 

      collaborate. 16 

            Finally, I currently serve on the regional 17 

      policy committee, where some of the very crucial 18 

      issues are, for example, coming up.  The emergency 19 

      medical services strategic plan, which we 20 

      recommended a due pass to the King County council. 21 

      And I would expect we'll see the Medic One levy on 22 

      the November ballot.  We have been spending about 23 

      two years on a solid waste export plan that 24 

      basically takes all the garbage from all of25 
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      unincorporated King County and the incorporated area 1 

      of King County outside of Seattle and determines how 2 

      we're going to deal with it once Cedar Hills is 3 

      closed, our one remaining county land fill.  So 4 

      these are important issues. 5 

            And my colleagues and the elected officials in 6 

      cities very much want to strengthen the sustained 7 

      regional committees.  There may be some ways in 8 

      which you can do it.  And I would like to have some 9 

      alternatives for you to examine. 10 

            As you know, with the reduction of the King 11 

      County council from thirteen to nine members, you 12 

      have undoubtedly heard as I have heard, that county 13 

      council members are a lot busier than they were 14 

      before.  I would suggest one way in which we might 15 

      be able to make their process more efficient is 16 

      eliminate doubles.  Currently there are some issues 17 

      that are referred to both one of the regional 18 

      committees and to another King County standing 19 

      committee.  Since they are both King County 20 

      committees, that may be one way to make the process 21 

      more efficient and perhaps reduce the burden on King 22 

      County council members. 23 

            In order to strengthen these regional 24 

      committees, we have to give more opportunity for25 

Putter, Sonny



 13

      elected officials from the cities to feel like the 1 

      work they are doing is meaningful and gauged.  A 2 

      couple of ways you might consider doing it is to 3 

      have the charter amended to permit committees to 4 

      select the chair from among their own membership. 5 

      Currently, the chairs are appointed by the chair of 6 

      the King County council, whereas if each of these 7 

      committees were given an opportunity to rotate the 8 

      chair among different constituent members of these 9 

      committees, there would be a lot more buy in, 10 

      because there would be more opportunity for 11 

      collaboration. 12 

            Similarly, you might consider having each 13 

      regional committee have final authority over its 14 

      yearly work plan.  Currently, it's in statute -- I 15 

      don't know whether it's charter or ordinance -- that 16 

      the King County Council must adopt the regional 17 

      policy committee's work plan and has historically 18 

      adopted the work plan of the other two regional 19 

      committees as well.  So, again, this is another way 20 

      in which to strengthen those regional committees. 21 

            Finally, and this is perhaps a little further 22 

      out, and that's to consider adding budget authority 23 

      over the enterprise funds, transit, water quality, 24 

      to the respective regional committee's scope of25 
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      work.  Under the current King County Charter, the 1 

      regional committee's authority is limited to county 2 

      wide policies and plans.  That's the term of art 3 

      that's used.  The regional committees have no 4 

      authority to weigh in on financial issues. 5 

            Yet, as a result of the King County Metro 6 

      merger, the two specific Metro functions that were 7 

      amalgamated into King County were Metro transit and 8 

      sewer.  You might want to consider examining whether 9 

      it would be appropriate to give some element of 10 

      financial authority to regional committees in these 11 

      two areas. 12 

            Happy to answer questions if you have them. 13 

            MS. CATO:  I do have a question.  And it's 14 

      regarding the water.  And please excuse me.  I'm 15 

      still learning.  So if it doesn't fit, let me know. 16 

      The regional committees, did they also look at the 17 

      aquifer? 18 

            MR. PUTTER:  Interestingly enough, King County 19 

      does not have any direct authority on water supply, 20 

      only in one small element of water supply planning. 21 

      As you can imagine, until quite recently, the City 22 

      of Seattle has been the major water purveyor in this 23 

      region, and until the cascade water allowance came 24 

      about.  The political deal, I presume, was cut that25 
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      the City of Seattle retained that authority. 1 

            There are a couple of areas where King County 2 

      does have water supply authority.  One is in 3 

      regional planning.  And then the other is as a 4 

      result of reuse of sewage water, so called gray 5 

      water, and there have been some discussions and 6 

      plans to be able to use some of the treated effluent 7 

      from the sewage plants for things like golf course 8 

      water. 9 

            MS. CATO:  Any questions from my fellow 10 

      commissioners? 11 

            MR. LOWRY:  I wanted to ask Sonny a question I 12 

      should know the answer to, but I don't.  What is the 13 

      make up of the regional committee as opposed to like 14 

      county council members, city, and other people?  I 15 

      mean, how are they made up? 16 

            MR. PUTTER:  Again, that's strictly from the 17 

      charter, as amended.  The regional transit committee 18 

      consists of -- let me see if I can do this right -- 19 

      six votes of county council members, six votes 20 

      combined from the city of Seattle and the suburban 21 

      cities.  And at this point, there are four full 22 

      votes that have been allocated to suburban cities, 23 

      two full votes that have been allocated to the city 24 

      of Seattle, and six to the county council members.25 
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      And the county council members that are appointed to 1 

      those committees vote them.  That's one committee. 2 

            The regional policy committee works in a very 3 

      similar way, four votes to the suburban cities 4 

      outside Seattle, including Bellevue, two to the City 5 

      of Seattle, and six to the county council members. 6 

            The regional water quality committee is a 7 

      slightly different animal because we have so many 8 

      water and sewer districts that are their own 9 

      separate governance.  In addition to the 10 

      representation from the cities outside of Seattle, 11 

      Seattle and King County, there are two full votes 12 

      for representatives of the water and sewer district. 13 

            MR. LOWRY:  With your experience on having 14 

      served on all these committees, is that the right 15 

      apportionment?  And what do you do-- I mean, I heard 16 

      six and six, and I'm sure it doesn't break down six 17 

      and six.  Seems to me-- 18 

            MR. PUTTER:  It does in terms of votes.  But 19 

      prior charter commissions have proposed amendments 20 

      that have been adopted that enable, for example, 21 

      elected officials from the non Seattle cities to 22 

      have alternates that serve.  And in general, it's 23 

      really not the number of votes, but rather the 24 

      voices at the table.  So historically, council25 

Putter, Sonny



 17

      chairs of these regional committees have encouraged 1 

      the participation of alternates, either from the 2 

      city of Seattle or from the cities outside of 3 

      Seattle. 4 

            In order to get a greater number of voices at 5 

      the table when it comes to voting, the appointed 6 

      members, rather than the alternates vote unless a 7 

      member is absent.  Recognizing, of course, outside 8 

      the city of Seattle, all of the elected officials 9 

      that serve in the cities are part time.  And that 10 

      really does help insure that we have a quorum when 11 

      necessary to be able to have votes on a timely 12 

      basis. 13 

            MR. LOWRY:  If I may-- and I was told that one 14 

      of the council members said that they were on 43 15 

      different committees.  Actually I think Julia 16 

      Patterson said that.  Just because of how they are 17 

      with the regional committees, which didn't exist 18 

      before the merger -- I used to be on the county 19 

      council in the previous century, and before the 20 

      merger, those regional committees didn't exist. 21 

      With the merger, they did.  But do you feel that 22 

      there is just an almost impossible-- I'm trying to 23 

      give a leading question here-- number of committees, 24 

      that like the county council members need to be25 
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      serving on, are required to be serving on, it is the 1 

      responsibility to serve on? 2 

            MR. PUTTER:  It's hard to answer that 3 

      question.  Let me see if I can try to take a stab at 4 

      it.  Many of the committees that I'm sure that 5 

      council members refer to are not strictly King 6 

      County committees. 7 

            As you know, the council has a committee 8 

      structure where there are individual committees that 9 

      actually do the work before it comes to either 10 

      committee as a whole or more likely to the full 11 

      council for full adoption.  But they also serve on 12 

      other committees, the regional transit authority 13 

      board, for example.  They serve on the regional 14 

      transportation investment district board and 15 

      planning committees.  These are not strictly King 16 

      County committees, creatures of this charter.  But 17 

      because of state legislation, they have been between 18 

      these positions to take action on specific topics. 19 

            Now, if you want to consider consolidating 20 

      some transportation issues in the Puget Sound 21 

      region, according to some of the discussions taking 22 

      place, some of these bodies may ultimately go away. 23 

      But it's not just charter committees either within 24 

      the King County council structure or these regional25 
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      committees that they attend. 1 

            MS. CATO:  Thank you very much. 2 

            MR. JENSEN:  If it's okay, three of them 3 

      mentioned the elected versus appointed positions if 4 

      I can ask, and if they are comfortable talking about 5 

      it.  I don't know if that's appropriate.  Basically 6 

      where I'm coming from is this is a new type of seat 7 

      for me.  So I did some research before we started 8 

      our work.  And I learned that when the charter was 9 

      formed, that appointed positions were generally 10 

      positions that implemented policy.  And positions 11 

      that created policy were typically elected. 12 

            And yet, you know, there's a lot of talk about 13 

      the feelings when you have a position like an 14 

      elections director or a sheriff.  And all three of 15 

      you spoke to that.  So I'm just curious if there's 16 

      anything else you would like to say about that, 17 

      because I'm also a contractor, and I know that 18 

      sometimes things on paper don't work in the real 19 

      world the way you would like them to. 20 

            So can you differentiate for me why a position 21 

      like-- what's an absolute appointed type of 22 

      position, no question about it, if you can give me 23 

      one? 24 

            MR. LOWRY:  A departmental director.25 
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            We have talked about number three here. 1 

      Several things have been brought up relating to 2 

      accountable, efficient, and fair government.  But we 3 

      can bring up other things too.  I think we have 4 

      talked about some other issues, some issues related 5 

      to number three already. 6 

            Does anybody else have any comments that you 7 

      would like to make about government in King County 8 

      in general? 9 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Just back to number two. 10 

      What are some of the issues that are being proposed 11 

      at this point in time of melding the urban and rural 12 

      residents? 13 

            MS. RINDLAUB:  We haven't had any of the 14 

      meetings yet.  But there's a lot of issues with the 15 

      usage of land and also with the protection of the 16 

      sheriff's department.  Those seem to be -- 17 

      personally those seem to be the two key issues.  But 18 

      maybe we'll let Sonny talk about that. 19 

            MR. PUTTER:  There is a long term impending 20 

      structural financial problem in both the structure 21 

      of King County government and the structure of the 22 

      cities.  Because of initiatives, Mr. Tate, we have 23 

      had some restrictions on King County government in 24 

      raising property taxes and in adequately funding25 
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      services.  So the long term structural problem has 1 

      not gone away in King County because the economy has 2 

      improved.  It will be coming back as soon as the 3 

      economy starts showing a little bit of the weakness 4 

      that we're seeing in other parts of the country. 5 

            The problem is basically that costs are rising 6 

      faster than moneys.  It's not just a King County 7 

      problem, a King County government problem.  It's a 8 

      problem among cities as well.  What can be done? 9 

      Well, I think to their credit, King County council 10 

      executive Ron Sims and the King County council has 11 

      been collaborating with the cities to encourage 12 

      cities to annex the urban unincorporated parts of 13 

      the county that should be served by cities.  Of the 14 

      approximately 1.7 million residents of King County, 15 

      there are approximately 350, roughly, thousand 16 

      people in unincorporated King County.  About 200 17 

      thousand in urban unincorporated King County, about 18 

      150 in rural.  And they are very rough numbers. 19 

            But what this means is the cities and King 20 

      County need to find some collaborative approach that 21 

      helps broach the financial difficulty of absorbing 22 

      the urban unincorporated areas into cities. 23 

      Typically these are areas that are not-- that are 24 

      not able to be served by cities without the existing25 
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      residents of cities subsidizing the services to new 1 

      residents.  The state has done some good in trying 2 

      to give a credit to annexations over ten thousand 3 

      people.  But even that has really not quite yet been 4 

      effective.  Well, no.  Federal Way is going to try 5 

      one of those.  Now Burien is looking at it.  City of 6 

      Seattle is looking at it. 7 

            But I don't know if there's anything that the 8 

      commission can do to recognize this vise of costs 9 

      exceeding revenues that is slowly closing around its 10 

      services.  But it's a structural problem that the 11 

      county tried to grapple with.  The recommendations 12 

      from another citizen's committee about three years 13 

      ago said, hey, these incorporations and particularly 14 

      these annexations have to take place so the county 15 

      can focus more directly on what it calls its 16 

      regional, IE, county wide role in providing services 17 

      to all residents, as well as retain that small 18 

      portion of its services to rural residents. 19 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  What is the rate of increase 20 

      in expenses? 21 

            MR. PUTTER:  I don't have a recent number.  I 22 

      think the rate of increases is in the four to five 23 

      percent number.  And the increase in revenue is in 24 

      three percent range.25 
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            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Don't you get the property 1 

      tax? 2 

            MR. PUTTER:  The problem with property taxes 3 

      under statewide initiative 747, property taxes may 4 

      not be raised more than one percent per year.  Not 5 

      for individuals.  But as any jurisdiction, whether 6 

      it's the county or an individual city, cannot raise 7 

      more its property tax levy more than one percent, 8 

      the levy being the amount collected. 9 

            So even though the cities that annex 10 

      unincorporated areas get property taxes from the 11 

      annexed areas, that's not enough to offset the cost 12 

      of providing services. 13 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  Are you saying property 14 

      taxes are limited to the one percent year increase? 15 

            MR. PUTTER:  For each jurisdiction, yes. 16 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  I must have missed that in 17 

      mine. 18 

            MR. PUTTER:  It doesn't apply to each 19 

      individual.  It applies to each jurisdiction.  So 20 

      King County government or the city of Seattle -- if, 21 

      for example, the City of Seattle's property tax 22 

      collected each year was a hundred million dollars, 23 

      they can only increase their collection the 24 

      following year by one million dollars.  Plus the25 
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      cost of-- plus the property tax allocated to new 1 

      construction that came on the rolls that year. 2 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  That's saying if somebody's 3 

      taxes went up twenty percent, somebody else's went 4 

      down. 5 

            MR. PUTTER:  More likely you're looking at the 6 

      cumulative effect of a number of jurisdictions. 7 

      Kind County collects probably fifteen percent of the 8 

      taxes for themselves.  And the rest are collected on 9 

      behalf all the jurisdictions.  There are well over a 10 

      hundred separate jurisdictions in King County alone, 11 

      cemetery districts, school districts, water and 12 

      sewer districts, 39 cities, Regional Transit 13 

      Authority.  All of these are tax raising 14 

      governments. 15 

            And so when you look at your tax bill, you are 16 

      paying individual taxes to different jurisdictions. 17 

      For example, the King County Library District is the 18 

      library for all of suburban King County, except for 19 

      three cities.  Renton has its own and Seattle.  They 20 

      have a property tax on our property tax bill.  So 21 

      the combination of the operating costs and the 22 

      capital costs is roughly 50 cents per thousand of 23 

      assessed valuation.  It's collected by King County, 24 

      but it goes to the King County Library District,25 
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      which is a separate jurisdiction. 1 

            MR. LOWRY:  Excuse me.  And of course, Sonny, 2 

      your knowledge on this is tremendous.  Of course 3 

      that's not counting voter approved increases, such 4 

      as schools, you know.  In other words, sure, our 5 

      property taxes up 10, 15 percent over what it was, 6 

      our individual and our home.  But that was a voter 7 

      approved school levy.  In case we live in Renton, 8 

      there was a valley services district.  But those are 9 

      voter approved.  Sonny was of course referring to 10 

      the nonvoter approved property tax collection across 11 

      the jurisdiction, which is the problem you're trying 12 

      to address. 13 

            MS. RINDLAUB:  All right.  Well, it's 7:30. 14 

      We still have a little bit of time if anybody wants 15 

      to talk about anything else here. 16 

            AUDIENCE MEMBER:  I have a suggestion. 17 

      There's very few people here at this meeting.  I 18 

      think that's too bad.  So I appreciate the 19 

      opportunity to spout off.  But maybe there should be 20 

      some effort to publicize this a little more. 21 

            MR. YANGO:  There has been efforts to 22 

      publicize, getting out press releases in the local 23 

      newspaper and some of the big papers.  We have done 24 

      a lot of outreach.  It's-- part of it has to do with25 
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  county residents.  Thank you.                            

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you.                

            Dave Schneidler, are you interested in         

  speaking?  You have a question mark.                     

            (No response)                                  

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Is there anybody else     

  interested in speaking?  Anybody heard something that    

  made them --                                             

            Please, come up, sir.  Please state your       

  name.                                                    

            RICK RANSOM:  Rick Ransom.  I'm kind of a      

  long time resident of the valley.  My great grandfather  

  homesteaded out here, so we've only been here for 130    

  years or so.  So we have a little bit of knowledge.  We  

  have a small farm left from the original homestead.      

  But what we found is over the course of time the         

  ability to live there has been taken away; and it's      

  very unfortunate because even during the last flood,     

  all the knowledge that was passed on to me about living  

  there and the height of the water and stuff, my parents  

  were right.  They hit it within a few inches.  So I      

  would say that there's a little tribal knowledge that    

  we might have.  But it would be nice if we didn't have   

  to give up everything in my case that we've lived       
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  next terrible waters.                                    

            So I would like to at least be FEMA's          

  representative on the council as a small farmer in Fall  

  City.                                                    

            CITIZEN:  Could you give us an example of      

  what impediment you're experiencing?                     

            RICK RANSOM:  Oh, you mean when you can't      

  rebuild the buildings that you have on your property?    

            CITIZEN:  Yeah.                                

            RICK RANSOM:  Is that clear enough?            

            CITIZEN:  Thank you.                           

            RICK RANSOM:  Thank you.                       

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Rick.          

            SHERRY THOMPSON RANSOM:  May I add to that     

  just a second?                                           

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Yes, come up.             

            SHERRY THOMPSON RANSOM:  I'm the wife.  I      

  have more to say -- I'm not the original farmer.         

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Please come up and state  

  your name.                                               

            SHERRY THOMPSON RANSOM:  I am Sherry Thompson  

  Ransom, and the question that was asked is if the        

  property is actually right on the Snoqualmie River.      

  FEMA has changed its rules, and we have nobody to go to 
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  Thanks for coming out 

  tonight. 

      My name is Kirstin Haugen.  And I'm the King 

  County First District Charter Review member, so I'm 

  really happy to be here and see a few other members. 

      We're going to start this evening out with a brief 

  presentation talking about what the charter is, a 

  little bit about the process.  But I'd first like to 

  introduce the other commissioners that are up here 

  tonight to hear from you. 

      To my left is Mike Wilkins.  Over to my right next 

  to councilman Bob Ferguson, is Lois North, who is a 

  co-chair of the commission, and she's also one of the 

  original shareholders.  It's wonderful to have her. 

  Freeholder, same thing. 

       And on the second row, we have several members: 

  Terry Lavender, Allan Munro, Gary Long, and Gregg 

  Hirakawa. 

      And we also have commission staff members here who 

  put this whole event together, and are going to be 

  hosting nine meetings throughout the county.  Mark 

  Yango, Corrie Watterson -- our intern, Hong-Nhi Do, 

  and Charlotte Ohashi over on the side.

Ransom, Robert Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07
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                    MS. HAUGEN:  You checked maybe, so 

  I'm bringing you up here. 

                    MR. RANSOM:  Robert Ransom, city of 

  Shoreline. 

      The elections office, I think, is one that 

  probably should be the elected position.  I've had 

  mixed feelings with regard to the sheriff's office.  I 

  used to work for the sheriff's.  I used to work for 

  King County personnel and did the civil service, as 

  well as the King County personnel system.  I have 

  worked with both systems. 

      But I really think there are overriding concerns 

  that make the office one that I think should be 

  working under the county executive rather than being 

  elected office.  And many of the problems we had back 

  in the 70s were because it was an elected office and 

  certain patronage and other things that was going on. 

      Now, I think it's more susceptible to those kind 

  of problems that we've had in the past as an elected 

  office, so I would strongly suggest that it be an 

  appointed position under the executive again. 

      With regard to County Council positions, although 

  I have been in a nonpartisan position and others have, 

  I think that there are advantages to being in the
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      You have caucuses, you have certain other rules 

  that apply to you that are different than in a 

  nonpartisan office.  I would suggest that you keep the 

  partisan offices at the county level.  So I would 

  recommend that you keep that and these, I think, are 

  the three key issues that are coming up. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Do you have a question? 

                    THE PUBLIC:  Could I ask you to 

  clarify?  Were you saying that the sheriff should be 

  appointed, and the elections person should be elected? 

  Could you clarify? 

                    MR. RANSOM:  That is correct. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  Okay.  Thank you. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  I'll repeat the 

  question.  You just asked for clarification on his 

  comments? 

                    THE PUBLIC:  Yes. 

                    MR. RANSOM:  Okay.  Anything else? 

  Thank you. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Oh.  Did you want to 

  repeat? 

                    MR. RANSOM:  Do I want to repeat 

  what? 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Repeat your comments,

Ransom, Robert Shoreline Public Hearing, 6/5/07



  so everyone can... 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

      I think you said that the elections auditor should 

  be elected. 

                    MR. RANSOM:  Well, I didn't call it 

  the auditor because we have a different person with 

  the title of King County Auditor. 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  Sorry.  The Elections 

  Director. 

                    MR. RANSOM:  The Elections Director 

  should be elected in my opinion.  The sheriff should 

  be an appointed police chief under the county 

  executive.  And as far as the County Council 

  positions, I am suggesting that they should remain 

  partisan positions. 

                    THE PUBLIC:  Kirstin, is this the 

  same Rob Ransom as mayor of Shoreline? 

                    MS. HAUGEN:  I believe so. 

      Juli Pettingill? 

                    MS. PETTINGILL:  Hi.  My name is 

  Juli Pettingill.  I live in the University District. 

  And I think we should have an elected Elections 

  Director, but there's an initiative out right now I25 

  that I think is going to get enough signatures to get 

  on the ballot, and so I wouldn't want anything to 

  interfere with that.  If there are enough ballots,
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  next terrible waters.                                    

            So I would like to at least be FEMA's          

  representative on the council as a small farmer in Fall  

  City.                                                    

            CITIZEN:  Could you give us an example of      

  what impediment you're experiencing?                     

            RICK RANSOM:  Oh, you mean when you can't      

  rebuild the buildings that you have on your property?    

            CITIZEN:  Yeah.                                

            RICK RANSOM:  Is that clear enough?            

            CITIZEN:  Thank you.                           

            RICK RANSOM:  Thank you.                       

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Rick.          

            SHERRY THOMPSON RANSOM:  May I add to that     

  just a second?                                           

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Yes, come up.             

            SHERRY THOMPSON RANSOM:  I'm the wife.  I      

  have more to say -- I'm not the original farmer.         

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Please come up and state  

  your name.                                               

            SHERRY THOMPSON RANSOM:  I am Sherry Thompson  

  Ransom, and the question that was asked is if the        

  property is actually right on the Snoqualmie River.      

  FEMA has changed its rules, and we have nobody to go to 
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  help us at least try to sift through all of the rules    

  that have changed.                                       

            Like Rick said, the property has been in the   

  family for generations.  Finally, finally after three    

  weeks working with King County through Sims's office we  

  have -- we've established our address on Lake Southeast  

  -- West Snoqualmie River Road Southeast; and the thing   

  that they finally -- the lady that I was working with    

  had finally bought into, that that was the true          

  property, that was part of the homestead that Rick grew  

  up on and the family homesteaded, is that there's a tin  

  that says:  Guernsey Cattle, The Burnbank Farm, The      

  Ransoms.  And this huge walnut tree has grown into the   

  tin, and you can't see the whole name.  But I sent her   

  a 4 meg file of the picture of the tin and pictures of   

  where our property is that's left to us, which is 7      

  acres, looking at the original home -- the original      

  farmhouse where he grew up to convince them that it's    

  important to us to be able to even have that address.    

            But we keep getting told no every way we go.   

  We've been working with lots of different people to get  

  permits just to move dirt around, for instance, on the   

  property.  FEMA is supposed to be protecting us from a   

  flood; but last year in November was the worst flood    
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  the dirt mounded up where we want to build the house it  

  did not get wet.  We left our tractor; we left things    

  under tarps and nothing got washed away.  But yet we're  

  told, "No, you can't do it."                             

            And so anybody here or anyone of you guys      

  could give us some direction as to who we could talk to  

  to try to break the dam loose so we could come back      

  there and establish the roots.  Right now we're farming  

  there as much as we can, but we can't live there.  And   

  we would like to do that.  So thank you.                 

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mrs. Ransom.   

            Is there anyone else who would like to speak?  

            Please.                                        

            MELODY SCHERTING:  Hi.  My name is Melody      

  Scherting; and I'm a resident of the City of Issaquah,   

  recently annexed out of King County happily and into     

  Issaquah.                                                

            I hear my fellow neighbors here in Fall City,  

  their concerns with the local portion of King County     

  Government.  I have been under that rule, have endured   

  it, borne it, and am happily liberated from that at      

  this point.  It is as night to day.                      

            My request for the charter is for residents    

  who use King County as a local government that there be 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: conrado rigor [sluggor@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, May 11, 2007 3:22 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: Fil-Am Views

Attachments: KCountyCharter.doc

KCountyCharter.do
c (26 KB)

For: Mr. Mark Yango
King County Charter Review Commission

Attached is our brief response.

_________________________________________________________________
Like the way Microsoft Office Outlook works? You’ll love Windows Live Hotmail. 
http://imagine-windowslive.com/hotmail/?locale=en-
us&ocid=TXT_TAGHM_migration_HM_mini_outlook_0507

Rigor, Sluggo



 
May 11, 2007 
 
 
Mark Yango 
Coordinator 
King County Charter Review 
 
Dear Mark: 
 
After some meetings and consultations with key sectors within our Filipino-American 
community in the greater King County area, herewith are briefs on issues that we feel 
would affect us. 
 
REPRESENTATION – As you probably know, Filipinos are almost invisible in the local 
socio-political terrain due to factors that could be traceable to “built-in” divisions and a 
natural tendency to be tribal. (The Philippine archipelago is divided into 7,107 islands 
and by 87 dialects; this apparent fragmentation manifests wherever they relocate.) Census 
data show that Filipinos constitute a huge population among Asians in the county and the 
state. The sad fact is that they hardly have any representation in local government and in 
policy-making circles. In rare instances when there is an elected official of Filipino 
extraction, he/she is always from the second or third generation and, more often than not, 
he/she lacks empathy and understanding of the sensitivities and needs of the more 
populous first generation migrants. This unique situation of Filipinos in King County 
suggests rather strongly that we may favor appointed representation over that of election. 
It is likewise our contention that due representation – especially in the appointive process 
--- should take into account the current population count of the sector that will be 
represented. Closer consultations with the community (so that the qualified and 
competent candidates can be determined from within) can be conducted through a 
process that can be spelled out by the King County Charter. 
 
GROWTH MANAGEMENT – The growth and expansion of ethnic communities within 
King County should be monitored by an entity within county government. The goal of 
such an office, which will maintain linkages with various federal and local bureaus, is to 
supply the county government’s operating services with ready information and assistance 
especially in the areas of cultural sensitivity, social services, court proceedings, medical 
and correctional institutions. (This issue’s title is quite broad and very general. We hope 
that our view as stated may be afforded a chance to be expanded on in the future.) 
 
The above issues are deemed as our community leaders’ and advocates’ initial response 
to your call for participation in the review of the King County Charter.  
 
On behalf of our community advocates, I thank you for the opportunity to participate in a 
crucial effort to seek ways of improving the lives of residents of King County. 
 
Sluggo Rigor    

Rigor, Sluggo
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From: Peter Rimbos [primbos@comcast.net]
Sent: Saturday, July 07, 2007 7:02 AM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: CITIZEN COMMENTS

Page 1 of 1

8/2/2007

King County Charter Review Commission, 
  
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on to aid your review and update of the King County Charter. My
comments appear below in no particular order: 
  
1. GOVERNANCE: Add more Unincorporated Area Councils. Many rural areas are not covered by the existing four rural
UACs. Alternatively, create a Rural Advisory Commission akin to the Rural Forest and Agricultural Commissions that could
add voice to rural issues.  
  
2. PUBLIC LANDS: King County has a responsibility to its citizens to preserve our public lands including parks and
trails. The recent push to have our parks generate revenue through privatizing, advertising, etc. is not a sustainable
policy, nor does it serve citizens whose tax dollars purchased and continue to maintain these lands. 
  
3. ZONING: The Comprehensive Plan should not allow private landowners to benefit from zoning changes that
result in "free" upzones. Any gain should only be realized through the purchase of Transfer Development Rights.
Similarly, to be fair, private landowners subject to downzones should be justly compensated. 
  
4. TAXES: Tax fairness should be re-established when instituting the Critical Areas Ordinances (CAOs). Rural
property owners impacted by CAO should receive a tax credit for that sacrifice, with an equal amount of tax shifted
to urban property owners. Without this "shared" sacrifice, King County will always have a continual fight on their
hands to both protect our shared environment and the rights of its citizens. Somehow such a change will need to be
negotiated with the County's cities. 
  
5. TRANSPORTATION CONCURRENCY: The intent of Transportation Concurrency makes sense, but its
implementation is hampered by two main obstacles: (1) the six-year time lag built in between development and 
infrastructure needed to support such development and (2) the cities in the Rural Areas that do not have to follow
King County concurrency rules thus creating a patchwork of infrastructure chaos. Also, changing a thoroughfare to
"Green" when it is designated a "Road of Statewide" significance completely defeats the purpose of Transportation
Concurrency. A perfect example of this is SR-169 (the Maple Valley Highway). It is now labeled "Green" in a
complete sea of "Red" in the vicinity of Maple Valley. Somehow such a change will need to be negotiated with the
County's cities. 
  
6. RURAL AREAS: The Comprehensive Plan should not allow the siting of largely "urban" facilities. Examples of
these include: big Churches; big Schools, e.g., Tahoma Junior High School in Ravensdale; Regional Sports
Complexes, e.g., planned Ravensdale Park; Maintenance Facilities, e.g., planned Tahoma School District Bus Barn
along Petrovitsky Road; etc.) in the Rural Areas. The required infrastructure--roads, public transportation, water, 
sewers, etc.--does not exist to support these facilities, nor is it planned to exist in the future. 
  
  
        Peter Rimbos 
        Rural Area Citizen 
        Member of the Greater Maple Valley Unincorporated Area Council 
  
  
Peter Rimbos 
19711 241st Ave SE 
Maple Valley, WA  98038-8926 
425-432-1332 
primbos@comcast.net 
  

Rimbos, Peter
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            COUNCILMEMBER LAMBERT:  Probably.  Yeah.  So   

  that's why that is not a good argument and the kind of   

  thing that I think needs to be changed.                  

            So anyways, it's very exciting to be here;     

  and I'm thankful that we have you here.  I thank you     

  for all the preparation I know you have put into doing   

  this.  Thank you.                                        

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Well, the focus of this   

  meeting is hearing from you, so we are going to get      

  right to that.                                           

            One thing, another commissioner did come in.   

  Kirstin Haugen, from Mercury Consulting, is in the back  

  of the room.                                             

            If you could just raise your hand, Kirstin.    

            That way after the meeting you can find one    

  of us to talk to.                                        

            I'm going to run through these.  We've got     

  two or three maybes.                                     

            Mr. and Mrs. Robinson?  Would you like to      

  speak?                                                   

            Mrs. Robinson, you will be right after --      

            GARY ROBINSON:  Well, there may only be one    

  of us that speaks.                                       

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Can you go to the        

Robinson, Gary 
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            GARY ROBINSON:  Ours is more of a question of  

  I guess authority in terms of what we would like to      

  propose as a charter amendment.  We have a King County   

  Library System, 82 million bucks a year to run it, $174  

  million in bonds for the construction.  That library     

  system is overseen by a five member board of trustees,   

  appointed by the county executive and confirmed by the   

  county council.  That is the end of the county's         

  oversight of what happens with the King County Library   

  System.  The board of trustees has no oversight.         

            It is established it's an RCW organization,    

  and the only people that it's responsible to are all     

  the patrons of King County.  So the only oversight that  

  we can provide is by going to the monthly meetings, the  

  board of trustees meetings, and making our comments      

  known there and we have and we've had some success with  

  that.                                                    

            Our concern of course is that the library      

  system is not operating consistent with what the         

  patrons would like to see.  We have no way or have very  

  little way of influencing that, so what we would like    

  to both suggest and also to ask is given that this is    

  an RCW organization and a rural library system we would  

  like to propose that King County become -- the King     

Robinson, Gary 
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  in effect the board of trustees reports to the council.  

  That then provides a multitude of ways by which patrons  

  can make their feelings felt with respect to how the     

  system is being run.                                     

            So it's a common-ended question:  Can we       

  propose a charter amendment like that given the RCW      

  status of the organization?  Thank you.                  

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thanks, Mr. Robinson.     

            Mr. Nelson -- Edwin Nelson?                    

            And after Mr. Nelson will be Mr. Goodspace     

  Guy.                                                     

            EDWIN NELSON:  I'm Edwin Nelson.  I live near  

  Fall City.  Establishing a rural affairs department      

  would probably be a good idea.  I would suggest          

  building places in Monroe, North Bend and Enumclaw to    

  address rural issues of people that live on the eastern  

  part of King County, addressing the rural issues.        

            This is kind of left over from the proposed    

  transfer of Fall City Park to Snoqualmie Tribe.  I       

  noticed that the Olive Taylor Quigley Park in downtown   

  Fall City was also part of this transfer, and I think    

  that should be stricken off the transfer to the tribe.   

  This is in downtown Fall City, south of the Snoqualmie   

  River.                                                  

Robinson, Gary 
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Sent: Monday, July 09, 2007 9:45 AM
To: 'Jesus Rodriguez'
Cc: Juan Jose Bocanegra; Carlos Jimenez; Watterson Bryant, Corrie
Subject: RE: King County Charter Review comments
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8/1/2007

Hello Jesus, 
  
Thanks very much for your issues and comments. We will make sure they get recorded and the Commission gets 
to review them in September when we start deliberations. If you have any further questions, feel free to contact 
me. 
  
- Mark 
  

Mark Yango 
Charter Review Coordinator 
Office of King County Executive Ron Sims 
Columbia Center 
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 3210 
Seattle, WA 98104 
Work: (206) 296-4628 
Cell: (206) 450-9258 
email: mark.yango@metrokc.gov 
  
 

From: Jesus Rodriguez [mailto:jrodriguez@nacseattle.org]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 03, 2007 4:20 PM 
To: Yango, Mark 
Cc: Juan Jose Bocanegra; Carlos Jimenez 
Subject: King County Charter Review comments 
 
I have lived in Seattle –King County since 1970, but now live in Everett. I have worked in Seattle on and 
off since 1970 with the University of Washington, Sea Mar CHC, Consejo CRS and currently at the 
Nonprofit Assistance Center. Most of my work has been in South Park, West Seattle and White Center. 
Because of this, I felt compelled to comment on the KC Charter Review items # 17, 44, 64 and 89 as 
follows: # 17---Constituent Services—North Highline UAC—Despite the fact that White Center has a 
very large Latino and immigrant population, the UAC has been non-representative, autocratic and non-
welcoming of ethnic minority voices over much of its existence. The few ethnic minority representatives 
that have managed to get on this select group are not made to feel that they belong. Old boy politics 
influenced by the Sheriffs office have been the rule rather than the exception. Please revamp or 
dissolve. # 44 and # 45---For those that believe that taxpayers have been supporting social welfare 
benefits for the undocumented, I will inform you that they do not get anything other than emergency 
services at best. As a taxpayer and citizen, I am appalled that the descendants of the most illegal of all 
immigrants (White Europeans) are the most racist and insensitive to those that are here now because 
this country has exploited their lands and continues to exploit their labor and would deny the most basic 
services to them. # 64----I agree that the Sheriffs office is too political and should be an appointed 
position. # 89---I would also limit the County Executive position to no more than 2 terms. Thank you for 
your time. 
  

Rodriguez, Jesus



Jesus Y. Rodriguez, Leadership Program Manager 
Nonprofit Assistance Center 
1618 S. Lane St. Suite 201 
Seattle, WA 98144 
(206) 324-5850 ext. 18 
(206) 324-6423 fax 
www. nacseattle.org 
  
"Empowering communities by building strong nonprofits, community leaders and shaping institutions and policies to achieve 
social justice and equity" 
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Friday, February 16, 2007 9:09 AM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 9:08:53 AM, on Friday, February 16, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: J

last: Rouleau

email: jrouleau@alum.rpi.edu

textarea: 
Dear Mr Yango and King County Council,

I am writing to ask your consideration of implementing to the King County Code an Instant 
Runoff Voting procedure similar to the one passed by Pierce County. This, in conjunction 
with other reasonable voting reform, would eliminate the need for expensive primary 
elections. It would also help to shorten and decrease the cost of election seasons for 
elected officials, so that they can spend more time doing the people's work and less time 
fundraising.  I visited the Instant Runoff Voting Washington web site 
[http://www.irvwa.org/] and was very impressed to learn the many benefits that this type 
of voting system can provide, and is currently providing to several cities and counties 
across the nation.  Please include IRV in the King County Charter!

checkbox: checkbox

_________________________________________
User IP Address:130.76.32.144
User Software Client:Mozilla/5.0 (Windows; U; Windows NT 5.0; en-US; rv:1.8.0.9) 
Gecko/20061206 Firefox/1.5.0.9

Rouleau, J
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@kingcounty.gov
Sent: Tuesday, November 27, 2007 6:10 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Red

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 6:09:33 PM, on Tuesday, November 27, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Jackie

last: Ruedi

streetAddress: 26237 SE 158th St

city: Issaquah

state: Wa

zip: 98027

email: jackie@starimages.org

phone: 425-466-4631

suggestions: Change the position of Sheriff back to appointed.

why: As a citizen I worked for 6 years exposing misconduct and criminal conduct in the 
Sheriff department, piles of documentation to the Governor, State AG, US Attorney John 
McKay, FBI Special Agent Mark Ferbrache, US DOJ Criminal and Civil Divisions, Ron Sims, 
King County Council - finally there was enough for the Seattle PI to be able to uncover 
the story of corruption within the Sheriff department, research it for a year and finally 
get it reported and what an ugly story it is.  As an elected position, Sheriff Reichert 
was accountable to nobody because it is impossible for the public to recognize that a 
problem of corruption and pattern of criminal conduct exists - it is rare that it is 
exposed to the public as it was in this case.  I tapped every State agency in an effort to
find who Reichert would answer to for "failure to perform duty" "official misconduct", etc
- unless somebody knows something that I was unable to uncover, an elected Sheriff answers
to nobody. The public is helpless because they are uninformed on what lies beneath the 
surface - Reichert was publicly pleasing but a disaster in his position.  If the position 
were appointed, Ron Sims and the King County Council would have been able to act on this 
pattern of criminal conduct 5 years before it finally came to light in the PI reports. 
King County Council had all of the information for years, some that I provided and that 
others provided but Sheriff Reichert didn't answer to them so there was little they could 
do - as a result, literally hundreds of innocent people continued to be assaulted, 
illegally stopped and searched, etc with the full knowledge of our Sheriff and on a lesser
scale that conduct continues to this day.  When the Sheriff fails to hold deputies 
accountable, there is no place for the public to go - if the Sheriff must answer to the 
King County Executive and the King County Council the Sheriff will know that he/she either
holds deputies to standard under the law or he/she will have to answer to someone and if 
he/she does not product results in the job, will be replaced - that is an excellent tool 
for performance.  Nothing political about it.  This pattern of corruption would not have 
escalated to the level that it did if the Sheriff was appointed.  Now we have Sheriff Rahr
who mentored under Reichert and was/is just as guilty of turning a blind eye as he was.  
The King County Sheriff's department needs outside blood to weed out what has become a 
department that has little trust or respect in the King County community.

Ruedi, Jackie



2

I now read that Sheriff Rahr wants to negotiate the Guild contract - that is a no brainer 
- too much power vested in one person - Sheriff Rahr needs to enforce the laws outside and
within her own department and leave the contract negotiations and policy making to those 
in the legislative and executive positions.  Sheriff Rahr's time should be better spent on
better training and supervising her deputies most of whom have not even had a performance 
review in 9 years.  Add along with that some refresher courses at the Academy in the 
Constitution and Civil Liberties

Thank you for your time and the considerations you are giving to make King County a better
place for all citizens. 

checkbox: checkbox

_________________________________________
User IP Address:168.103.165.91
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 7.0; Windows NT 5.1; .NET CLR 1.1.4322;
.NET CLR 1.0.3705)

Ruedi, Jackie



Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

From: Jmsailer@aol.com
Sent: Thursday, July 19, 2007 11:58 AM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: Changes to King County Charter
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

Page 1 of 1

8/1/2007

I would like to recomend that you add the words "sexual orientation" to Article 8, Section 840.  The current text is 
copied below.   

Section 840. Anti-Discrimination. There shall be no discrimination in employment or compensation of county 
officers or employees on account of sex, race, color, national origin, religious affiliation or age except by minimum 
age and retirement provisions; and the county shall not enter into any contract with any person, firm, organization 
or corporation which discriminates on the basis of sex, race, color, national origin, religious affiliation or age 
except by minimum age and retirement provisions.  

This will bring us up to the 21st century.  Thank you. 

Janet Sailer, 16861 420th Ave. SE, North Bend WA, 98045 

 
 
 

Get a sneak peek of the all-new AOL.com. 

Sailer, Janet
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  the dirt mounded up where we want to build the house it  

  did not get wet.  We left our tractor; we left things    

  under tarps and nothing got washed away.  But yet we're  

  told, "No, you can't do it."                             

            And so anybody here or anyone of you guys      

  could give us some direction as to who we could talk to  

  to try to break the dam loose so we could come back      

  there and establish the roots.  Right now we're farming  

  there as much as we can, but we can't live there.  And   

  we would like to do that.  So thank you.                 

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Mrs. Ransom.   

            Is there anyone else who would like to speak?  

            Please.                                        

            MELODY SCHERTING:  Hi.  My name is Melody      

  Scherting; and I'm a resident of the City of Issaquah,   

  recently annexed out of King County happily and into     

  Issaquah.                                                

            I hear my fellow neighbors here in Fall City,  

  their concerns with the local portion of King County     

  Government.  I have been under that rule, have endured   

  it, borne it, and am happily liberated from that at      

  this point.  It is as night to day.                      

            My request for the charter is for residents    

  who use King County as a local government that there be 

Scherting, Melody
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  County seems on many levels to work as regional          

  government but they fail miserably as a local            

  government.                                              

            Case in point, I think it's absolutely         

  criminal that King County Parks is thinking of           

  transferring a local park in their own definition, the   

  only local park that these residents here can use for    

  baseball, soccer to a sovereign nation.  It to me is no  

  different than handing it over the City of Paris or to   

  the Nation of Spain.                                     

            So I would request that those types of         

  transfer of parks be done with public comment, public    

  notice and public vote only.  Thank you.                 

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Thank you, Melody.        

            (Applause)                                     

            CHAIRPERSON JENSEN:  Is there anybody else     

  that would like to speak?                                

            I don't see any hands, but what I would tell   

  you is --                                                

            Oh, Mr. Munro.                                 

            COMMISSIONER MUNRO:  I had a question because  

  I had trouble understanding the Ransoms.  Was your       

  house destroyed in a flood?                              

            RICK RANSOM:  Never.                          

Scherting, Melody
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Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Saturday, May 19, 2007 1:11 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 1:10:27 PM, on Saturday, May 19, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Doug

last: Schulze

streetAddress: 12306 NE 165th Street

city: Bothell

state: WA

zip: 98011

email: doug.schulze@hughes.net

phone: (425) 488-5999

suggestions: 1) County Council should be non-partisan.
2) Executive should be appointed by the County Council and report to the County Council.
3) Executive should appoint county officials.

why: 1) The county council is a small legislative body and partisan politics frequently 
diminishes the functionality of the council. The majority of issues the County Council 
should be dealing with have very little to do with partisan politics.

2) Separation of powers would improve by decreasing the legisative role of the Executive. 
King County is a large municipal corporation and should be managed by a professional 
rather than a good politician. The Executive should be accountable to the legislative body
for implementation of the policies adopted by the legislative body. A for profit 
corporation would never select its CEO through a shareholder vote!
3) The Assessor, Sheriff, Prosecuting Attorney, etc. should not be selected based upon 
their ability to run a good campaign. These positions should be filled by the most 
qualified candidate based on merits.

_________________________________________
User IP Address:67.142.130.36
User Software Client:Mozilla/4.0 (compatible; MSIE 7.0; Windows NT 5.1; Tablet PC 1.7; 
.NET CLR 1.0.3705; .NET CLR 1.1.4322; .NET CLR 2.0.50727)

Schulze, Doug
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1                          **********

2

3           MR. JENSEN:  There's just a couple of people

4     to get signed in, and we'll get started.

5           In addition to your opportunity to have input

6     in this process, it's also really nice for the

7     commission to see this kind of turn out.  My name is

8     John Jensen.  I'm a board member and past president

9     of the Newcastle Chamber of Commerce.  I am one of

10     21 commissioners.

11           There are several other commissioners here

12     tonight.  To my far left tonight is Governor Mike

13     Lowry.  And to my left is Mr. Allan Munro, an

14     attorney.  And to my right is Terry Lavender, who is

15     from the unincorporated area near Woodinville.

16     Councilman Dunn will not make it.

17           Also here tonight, we have our charter review

18     coordinator, who's Mark Yango, and next to him is

19     Corrie Watterson who is the project manager.  And

20     the person you first saw checking you in was

21     Charlotte Ohashi, which is the administrative

22     liaison.  And to her right is Hong Ni, the executive

23     assistant.  And there are a few other-- sorry.

24     Right here in front of me.  Mary Kate and Gus and

25     Bret.  They are interns working with the county.

Sender, Gregory
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1           So what is the charter review commission?  We

2     are a group of citizens appointed by King County

3     Executive Ron Sims.  There is a mixture of

4     professions and obviously both genders.  There are

5     people from the rural areas, urban areas, and we

6     think we have a good mix of diversity on the

7     Commission.

8           What have we done so far?  This is the last of

9     nine public outreach meetings.  We have also reached

10     out to over 360 organizations in the county.  So we

11     have heard from Municipal League, Suburban Cities,

12     League of Women Voters, and the unincorporated area

13     councils.

14           I would like to give the floor now to Corrie

15     Watterson, and she's going to tell you a little bit

16     more about the process itself.

17           (Powerpoint presentation by Ms. Watterson.)

18           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you very much, Corrie.  We

19     don't have that many people that signed up to speak,

20     so we're going to be loose with the amount of time

21     that you have.  That being said, you will also be--

22     you have the opportunity to continue your input.

23     You could send e-mails, submit written information.

24     And we'll be looking at that until we finish with

25     this task.

Sender, Gregory
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1           So we'll go three to five minutes.  There are

2     a couple that would like to make longer

3     presentations.  I want to hold that to the end.  You

4     may have questions from the commissioners.  That's

5     been one of the most enjoyable and I think revealing

6     parts of these hearings is when there can be a

7     little bit of a dialogue.

8           The first speaker is going to be Gregory

9     Sender.  And the second speaker will be Tom

10     Carpenter.

11           MR. SENDER:  There's a lot more people when

12     you look at it going there way.  Mr. Governor and

13     members of council and my fellow King County

14     residents, I would like to read this excerpt from

15     the Seattle Times, and it tells exactly what I

16     wanted to voice, if that's okay.  This is from

17     Richard DeBall and Mike Hewett.  Making legislation

18     is like making sausage, the saying goes.  It can be

19     a messy and unsightly process.  But sometimes the

20     right decision is so clear and important, that

21     lawmakers can address citizens' needs in a quick and

22     tidy manner.

23           That's where we find ourselves with Initiative

24     747 the property tax protection law voters approved

25     in 2001.  In a stretch of logic, a King County judge

Sender, Gregory
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1     declared it unconstitutional suggesting the

2     58 percent of voters who approved the initiative

3     were confused when they limited their regular

4     property tax increases to one percent a year without

5     voter approval.

6           In our opinion, the judge's ruling is yet

7     another broad swipe by the Courts at voters' rights

8     to self-government.  To his credit, State Attorney

9     General, Rob McKenna, petitioned for a stay until

10     the decision was appealed to the Washington Supreme

11     Court.

12           The Court however could take months to act.

13     Perhaps a quicker and easier answer is for lawmakers

14     to assemble for one day and put this property tax

15     limit back on the books.  House and Senate

16     Republicans have called on Governor Christine

17     Gregoire and Democratic legislative leaders to

18     convene a special session.

19           Why go to the time and expense if the case is

20     under appeal?  There are three important reasons.

21     First, to protect property owners from needless tax

22     increases.

23           The Department of Revenue shows I-747 has

24     saved taxpayers about one billion since it passed.

25     Without voter approval, local government tax
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1     increases can jump from one percent to six percent.

2     Although no jurisdiction has taken advantage of the

3     higher threshold, the window remains open, creating

4     a temptation for local governments to raise property

5     taxes.  That could cost Washington property owners

6     27 to 225 million a year.

7           Second, quick action is necessary because many

8     cities and counties are developing their 2007

9     budgets.  A reinstated I-747 would give them clear

10     parameters in line with citizens' wishes and avoid

11     problems for local taxying districts only to have

12     those taxes voided later by the Supreme Court.

13           Finally, this is a matter of protecting the

14     people's right to decide issues for themselves.  The

15     Courts have trampled repeatedly on this right by

16     overturning initiatives on technical grounds.  If

17     judges want to legislate from the bench, lawmakers

18     have a right to uphold the will of the people.  The

19     judicial and legislative branches are equal branches

20     of government.  And all power comes from the people

21     we serve.

22           The governor and other Democrats say a one day

23     special session is not worth the cost.  For that

24     taxpayers would save at least 27 million.  A great

25     return on your investment.
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1           After the ruling, the governor said she wanted

2     to reach a compromise on the issue, something higher

3     than the one percent limit voters approved.

4     Translated, that means a tax increase.  Homeowners

5     don't want a compromise.  Voters spoke clearly in

6     2001 saying they didn't want property taxes raised

7     more than one percent a year without their approval.

8           We are confident the State Supreme Court will

9     overturn the King County ruling.  But if the Court

10     doesn't act quickly, the legislature must.

11     Washington taxpayers deserve no less.

12           My current taxes are almost four hundred bucks

13     a month right now on my home.  And I talk to people

14     all the time who were being taxed out of their

15     homes, that are being forced to move to other

16     locations because their taxes go up constantly.

17           Some of our founding fathers -- it was called

18     the Boston Tea Party.  Taxation without

19     representation, I believe, was the reason they had

20     it.  I feel like when you take away the will of the

21     people and just one judge can take it and throw it

22     out -- we the people have voted for it.  It makes me

23     feel like my freedoms are eroding.  And I think it's

24     dangerous.  I wrote a letter to the governor, and

25     she said she was willing to make a compromise.  It
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1     snowed kind of over.  I got a bunch of political

2     double talk.

3           I had to get up here and voice my opinion.

4     And I wish someone would address that and tell me

5     what's being done.  Why should I go to the polls and

6     vote?  Why should I worry about voting if nobody

7     listens?  And that's all I have to say.  Thank you.

8           AUDIENCE MEMBER:  His opinion is our opinion

9     too.

10           MR. SENDER:  Everybody sits by and blindly

11     lets them-- I don't know what else to say.

12           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Sender.

13           Mr. Carpenter.  And after Mr. Carpenter is

14     Steve Hammond.

15           MR. CARPENTER:  Good evening.  And thank you

16     very much for the opportunity to talk again.

17           Again, my name is Tom Carpenter.  Along with

18     being a resident in the unincorporated area outside

19     of Renton, I chair the Four Creeks Unincorporated

20     Area Growth Management Committee.  I'm really glad

21     that you guys are willing to come out and have these

22     conversations.

23           Let me be brief.  I wanted to restate just one

24     thing that I talked to you about when we met in May.

25     I remember the end chart in that presentation.  The

Sender, Gregory
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      that effective initiative processing can be 1 

      maintained. 2 

            I think with the number of people involved we 3 

      do require the opportunity to have paid gatherers. 4 

      Thank you. 5 

            MS. RINDLAUB:  Next.  Somebody else want to 6 

      volunteer? 7 

            MS. SOTELO:  My name is Lori Sotelo.  I'm from 8 

      Mercer Island.  I'm here speaking in favor of an 9 

      elected elections auditor for King County and also 10 

      retaining an elected sheriff.  As part of one of the 11 

      bullet points, I'll just add that in.  I think it's 12 

      important that the people that are running our 13 

      government represent the people that live in the 14 

      government.  And I think that they should be elected 15 

      by the people. 16 

            MR. LOWRY:  Nonpartisan or partisan?  If they 17 

      are running for election, you know-- 18 

            MS. SOTELO:  That's a very good question.  I 19 

      tend to be partisan.  So I would support a partisan 20 

      election. 21 

            MR. LOWRY:  Thank you. 22 

            MS. RINDLAUB:  So a couple of you we haven't 23 

      heard from yet.  Does anybody else want to speak? 24 

      All right.  We can have a discussion then.  We25 
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      priority items that we need to provide to the 1 

      public?  And you would stack rank those things.  And 2 

      then you would look at the money that you had, and 3 

      you would allocate them through that process.  And 4 

      when you ran out of money, you would drop the things 5 

      off that list.  So that seems a rational way to 6 

      approach the budget process.  I am not sure if that 7 

      could be part of the charter. 8 

            Thank you. 9 

            MS. CATO:  Thank you.  Does anybody else want 10 

      to volunteer? 11 

            MR. TATE:  My name is Richard Tate from Mercer 12 

      Island.  I would like to second the remarks that 13 

      were just made about the need to appoint the person 14 

      responsible for elections.  I think there's an 15 

      enormous amount of mistrust.  Disbelief has been 16 

      engendered recently by what has happened with our 17 

      electoral process.  And I think it's very important. 18 

            With regard to the initiative process, I do 19 

      think this is important now.  I think, in 20 

      particular, that we should avoid any attempt to 21 

      remove the initiative process from King County 22 

      Council's decision making.  And in particular, I 23 

      think it should be-- we should resist any attempt to 24 

      invalidate paid signature gatherers for example, so25 
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      that effective initiative processing can be 1 

      maintained. 2 

            I think with the number of people involved we 3 

      do require the opportunity to have paid gatherers. 4 

      Thank you. 5 

            MS. RINDLAUB:  Next.  Somebody else want to 6 

      volunteer? 7 

            MS. SOTELO:  My name is Lori Sotelo.  I'm from 8 
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      elected elections auditor for King County and also 10 
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            MS. SOTELO:  That's a very good question.  I 19 

      tend to be partisan.  So I would support a partisan 20 

      election. 21 
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 25

      talking about having paid signers, was that correct? 1 

            MR. TATE:  Yes. 2 

            MS. CATO:  Why do you prefer just paid versus 3 

      the-- or a combination of both?  Or is there some-- 4 

            MR. TATE:  The initiative process is another 5 

      issue where there have been allegations and concerns 6 

      about the integrity of the process, the validity of 7 

      signatures.  I believe that professional signature 8 

      gatherers are much better equipped to insure the 9 

      integrity and validity of the signatures they 10 

      collect -- not on the spot, but by checking them 11 

      afterwards, before they are submitted -- than can 12 

      reasonably be expected of enthusiastic volunteers. 13 

      And I'm also concerned that initiatives do come up 14 

      on very contentious issues where there may be 15 

      particular special interests that are very strongly 16 

      opposed to that initiative.  And I think we have had 17 

      cases where a representative of the special 18 

      interests may exert quite improper pressure on 19 

      signature gatherers.  And, again, I think the more 20 

      professional it is, the better off we are. 21 

            I believe it is an important part of our 22 

      democratic system.  And I'm well aware that it's not 23 

      always very popular with the elected officials.  And 24 

      I sympathize, because I have the greatest respect25 
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      for my friend Sonny.  But it's not easy being an 1 

      elected official.  There are enormous pressures and 2 

      complications.  And very often, it's just darn hard 3 

      to get anything done.  But bearing that in mind, I 4 

      quite understand why one of the things that elected 5 

      officials are very likely to wish to do to simplify 6 

      their lives is to make it harder to get initiatives 7 

      on the ballot. 8 

            But I feel so strongly that it is an important 9 

      part of what we can do as members of the electorate 10 

      to exert some further influence on the people who we 11 

      possibly accidentally elected a couple years before, 12 

      I feel it's important to keep that protection in 13 

      there.  Thank you. 14 

            MS. CATO:  Thank you. 15 

            MS. RINDLAUB:  I just wanted to see -- number 16 

      two up here is a big issue in some other parts of 17 

      the county.  I didn't know if anybody here wanted to 18 

      weigh in on that or might know something about it or 19 

      might feel like they want to have a comment on this 20 

      issue here, that combining the rural and the urban. 21 

      Maybe not.  Just thought we'd see if anybody had any 22 

      comments.  And that's going to be a very heated 23 

      issue at some of our other meetings, but maybe not 24 

      here.25 
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1     warming issue, and you're driving from your house to

2     your work place, how that's going to affect global

3     warming in the rural area.  One percenters, not in

4     the city of Maple Valley, not in the city of Black

5     Diamond, not Renton, not Seattle, the one

6     percenters.  Why?

7           I believe the easiest change but the most

8     difficult change is to reapportion the county with

9     nine council districts.  Take six of them divided by

10     land, and take the other three at large districts.

11     Divide the county north to south in three different

12     districts, and one across the center from east to

13     west.  Six districts, three at large would make a

14     county council of nine, but the representation we're

15     lacking now would be there for the rural area, I

16     believe.

17           Thanks again for your time.  I hope you're up

18     to the challenge.

19           MR. JENSEN:  Thank you, Mr. Iverson.

20           The next speaker is Pat Trob and after Pat

21     will be Cory Olson.

22           MS. TRAUB:  Thank you for letting me speak.

23     I'm from Enumclaw.  I work on a farm.  I just got--

24     the vet was there.  My neighbors are out haying.

25     They are milking cows.  And they are taking care of
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1     their livestock.  That's why a lot of them don't get

2     involved in those kinds of things.  Because on a

3     sunny day like this, they are working.  And that's

4     where I would be too, but this is important stuff.

5     And I think one of the greatest challenges King

6     County is going to meet now in the next ten years is

7     to keep our rural lifestyle as it is.

8           When I drive from Enumclaw all the way up to

9     Snohomish, and I see what's happening to our rural

10     communities, it's terrible.  That's not what we're

11     about.  We live out here for a lifestyle.  And I

12     know that it might be tough for some of you with

13     clean shoes, but we live out here to be able to do

14     the things that we feel is necessary for that

15     lifestyle.  It is a different way of thinking.

16           I belong to a small group, and we're trying to

17     conserve ten thousand acres up here in the hills,

18     because we don't want to drive down here and see

19     houses up in those hills.  We live here to look at

20     the hills and enjoy them and not to have building

21     going on.  I think that's one of the greatest

22     challenges for King County.  How do we protect that

23     rural lifestyle and not have the doughnut hole

24     filled with houses?

25           If I have a problem, like someone said, I
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1     don't go to the city of Enumclaw.  They are going to

2     say, that's nice.  If I live in Federal Way, I can

3     go to Federal Way.  I can go to these other cities.

4     I can go to Kent.  If I live there, I have other

5     options.  The only option I have is King County.  So

6     that's why it's so important for you to represent me

7     and all these people out here and all those people

8     that are out haying and milking cows, because we

9     want to keep that lifestyle.

10           And I know that we're going to grow, because

11     it's a wonderful place to live.  Great place to have

12     kids.  Great place to grow old.  I don't want to

13     have to at the end of ten years say, oh, my god, I

14     can't believe they didn't listen to us and have to

15     move someplace else, because the problems are just

16     going to happen there too.

17           Representation of the rural area versus the

18     urban.  It's not always rural versus urban.  I mean,

19     I happen to like some of those urban amenities.

20     Those are nice.  But it's a choice.  I live here.  I

21     have to drive to those things.  One of the things

22     our group has done has brought out Councilman Dunn,

23     Gossett, Patterson, Larry Phillips, and brought them

24     out to the farms to see what it's like.  And we

25     sometimes put them on a horse or a tractor, you
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1     know, and that's a thrill.  And if we can have

2     councilmen come out and have that little bit of a

3     thrill for that few minutes, just think what it's

4     like for us who live here.  And I don't want to lose

5     that.

6           So, please, that's what I really want in the

7     next ten years, to say, we did something that's

8     worthwhile, that's going to last.  Thank you.

9           MR. JENSEN:  The next speaker is Cory Olson.

10           After Cory will be Mr. Hemstad.

11           MR. OLSON:  Welcome to Black Diamond.  I live

12     down the road here about three or four miles with a

13     mailing address in Black Diamond.  However, I am not

14     a resident of the City of Black Diamond.  I'm in

15     unincorporated King County, one of those rural

16     people.  When I came to Black Diamond, it was 30

17     years ago.  And the only contact I had with the King

18     County library system, I had a library card and I

19     went in and checked out books.  And I used to check

20     them out at the city hall.  But then it got moved

21     because the city needed space.

22           And in the year 2000, it was all going to be

23     solved because Black Diamond was going to get a new

24     library.  And when the year 2000 came, and I went to

25     the library, there was a little notice there that
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      resubmitted to the voters, I think, in the year 

      2009.  Just yesterday, a similar citizens assembly 

      in Ottawa make a similar recommendation.  And the 

      public will vote on that recommendation next fall. 

      In 1990, New Zealand followed the same process, and 

      the result was a modern more representative election 

      system.  Every time a citizen party has been given 

      the opportunity to study alternative election 

      methods over an extended period of time, they have 

      selected a system which is superior to the old 

      fashioned winner take all system that we currently 

      use. 

            We would love to be given the opportunity to 

      further elaborate on these exciting options, and 

      hope you will lend your support to improving our 

      method of representing all voters better.  Thank 

      you. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you very much, Ms. Anderson. 

      Our next person that signed in was Ron Johnson.  I 

      am not sure if you wanted to speak or not. 

            MR. JOHNSON:  No. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Next is Mark Ufkes.  Will you 

      please come to the microphone. 

            MR. UFKES:  By name is Mark Ufkes.  I'm a
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      resident of White Center.  I'm a recovering 1 
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      Republican.  Thank you for this opportunity to speak 

      to all of you.  There are two issues that I would 

      like to bring up now that I would like you to 

      consider.  And I don't know -- one issue I'm not 

      sure how it fits into the charter, but I was elected 

      to the North Highline Unincorporated Area Council. 

      One time I got seven votes.  And one time I got nine 

      votes. 

            And I was on the council.  And in that 

      election, I think we had about 150 people 

      participate.  What's important is that the people 

      that serve, they are trying to do good things for 

      the community.  But what people tend to do in that 

      position, is tend to suggest in public gatherings 

      that they represent the community.  I think if one 

      percent of the voters in Seattle or Burien or any 

      other municipality participated in the election, 

      they don't represent the community at all. 

            I think what's important in this charter, we 

      represent the role of what these unincorporated area 

      councils are supposed to do.  They can go their good 

      work, but when they come-- they try to make policy 

      declarations, I think it's inappropriate and an 

      inappropriate use of the position, the entity, and
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            The second component of that is that we-- 

      that's okay.  The other issue I guess I will offer 

      is that in terms of the elected sheriff's position, 

      I think inherently, we are on-- I was involved in 

      the Republican party back ten years ago, and that 

      was a Republican originated idea.  I think it was a 

      bad idea.  And I think that elected law enforcement 

      officers is not what-- not in the best interest.  It 

      puts money ahead of the position and the integrity 

      of the position.  And I think we need to consider 

      that.  I think we should go back to the appointed 

      position. 

            And I guess that's about it.  Thank you for 

      the opportunity to speak. 

            MS. MAEDA:  Thank you, Mark.  Jean Durbin.  Do 

      you wish to speak? 

            MS. DURBIN:  Not at this time. 

            MS. MAEDA:  All right.  Jackie Dupree.  She 

      left.  Okay.  G. Hodgson?  Okay.  Bruce Scotler? 

      Okay.  Tanya Aguilla.  You say no?  She left also. 

      Claire Hanson? 

            MS. HANSON:  My name is Claire Hanson.  I live 

      at 12414 Military Road South.I'd like to echo a 

      little bit about what Mark said.  If this is the
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The May 29, 2007 meeting of the King County Charter Review Commission was called to order 

by co-chair Lois North at 5:36 p.m. 

 

Commission members in attendance: 
Mike Lowry, Co-chair 

Lois North, Co-chair 

Trisha Bennett 

Juan Bocanegra 

Doreen Cato 

Jim English 

Dan Gandara 

Bryan Glynn 

Darcy Goodman 

John Groen 

Kirstin Haugen 

Tara Jo Heinecke 

Gregg Hirakawa 

John Jensen 

Terry Lavender 

Gary Long 

Sharon Maeda 

Allan Munro 

Mike Wilkins 

 

Absent: 

Sarah Rindlaub 

James Williams 

 

Staff: 

Mark Yango, Charter Review Coordinator 

Corrie Watterson Bryant, Project Manager, Charter Review Commission 

Charlotte Ohashi, Administrative Assistant, Charter Review Commission 
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Council and PAO Staff: 

Ross Baker, Chief of Staff, King County Council 

Rebecha Cusack, Legislative Lead Analyst, King County Council 

Mike Sinsky, Prosecuting Attorney’s Office 

Nick Wagner, Principal Legislative Analyst, King County Council 

 

Guests: 

Sonny Putter 

Bong StoDomingo 

Marissa Alegria 

Karen Goroski 

Tom Carpenter 

 

 
 

1. Opening Remarks and Introductions 

Lois North made introductory comments and asked for approval of minutes from the April 24, 

2007 meeting. The minutes were approved as distributed. 

 

Mike Sinsky reminded the commissioners that their communications are subject to the laws of 

the Public Disclosure Act (PDA), and that the response timeline to PDA’s is five (5) days. He 

stressed that it is imperative, if anyone receives a request regarding the PDA, that the staff be 

notified immediately. 

 
 

2. Guest Speakers 

Sonny Putter, representative of Suburban Cities Association (SCA), stated that the SCA 

represents 37 cities in regional policy and planning. Part of the Charter required the formation of 

specialized committees, and the SCA participates on the Regional Water Quality and Transit & 

Policy committees to review county policies and planning. In the past, the SCA has given 

testimony and comments to the CRC on different areas of concern. The SCA’s past 

recommendations included the following: 

 

1. Revising the charter process so that the recommendations of the commission must be 

submitted to the voters as drafted by the commission; 

2. Providing citizens with the right to amend the charter through the citizen initiative 

process; 

3. Separating the county regional budget from the local service budget; 

4. Changing council positions from partisan to non-partisan; and, 

5. Maintaining the regional committees of the council 

 

The SCA now has appointed a task force to focus on the areas of concern of its member cities. 

The task force may reaffirm previous recommendations, and will also consider new issues and 

positions. 

 

A lengthy question and discussion of Mr. Putter’s comments ensued. 
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Commissioner Jim English, of the Vashon/Maury Island Community Council, and Tom 

Carpenter, of the Four Creeks Unincorporated Area Council (UAC), presented their views to the 

CRC.  

 

Mr. English explained that the UACs, created in 1994 by county legislative action, represent six 

geographical areas and were formed to improve communication between county government and 

the residents of unincorporated King County. 

 

Some charter amendments that the Vashon/Maury Island Community Council would like to see 

are: 

 

1. Establishing an annual UAC forum sponsored the Executive, and attended by the 

Executive, key staff members and senior department staff. Establishing an additional 

yearly forum sponsored by the council;  

2. Establishing a requirement for a semiannual Executive-sponsored Operations Cabinet 

meeting; 

3. Directing each county agency to communicate, cooperate and fully integrate any and all 

overlapping regulatory, policy, and procedural processes with their county agency 

counterparts; 

4. Clearly delineating and defining the defined limits of citizen complaint process; 

5. Directing the county to act as an advocate on behalf of its ferry-served communities 

 

A lengthy question and discussion of Mr. English’s comments ensued, particularly focusing on: 

What a citizen’s complaint system would look like, support of the ferry-served communities, and 

unrepresented areas of unincorporated areas. 

 

The Greater Maple Valley UAC also submitted written comments. 

 

Tom Carpenter, representative of the Four Creeks UAC, presented his organization’s 

recommended amendments. He noted that the area represented by the county is mainly rural, and 

about 80% of it is land which has led to rural vs. urban land use issues. Because growth is 

inevitable, in the future the area will need to look at how to work cooperatively with urban areas 

to ensure a shared vision that will enhance livable and economically sound communities. 

 

The Four Creeks UAC’s recommendations are: 

 

1. Create a cross-functional empowered Department of Unincorporated and Rural Affairs; 

2. Create a comprehensive subarea planning process for unincorporated King County, such 

as is done in municipalities; 

1. Divide the county council into two houses, one based on population apportioning and the 

other based on land apportioning 

 

A discussion of Mr. Carpenter’s comments ensued with questions on the new council structure 

would work. 

 

3. Public Hearings 
Mark Yango presented the final public outreach meeting schedule and confirmed the attendance 

of the commissioners at each of the 9 meetings.  The first meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, June 
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9, 2007; the last meeting is on July 10, 2007. He also went over media efforts by staff to 

advertise the upcoming meetings and suggested a basic game plan for the meeting process. Some 

general discussion ensued. 

 

 

Next Meeting: Tuesday, June26, 2007 

 

Co-chair Lois North adjourned the meeting at 7:43 pm. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted by Charlotte Ohashi and Corrie Watterson 

 

Vashon-Maury Island Unincorporated Area Council



von Reichbauer, Pete



Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

From: Decharlene2108@aol.com
Sent: Tuesday, May 01, 2007 12:27 PM
To: Distribution, CRC
Subject: Re: King County Charter Review - Feedback Request

Page 1 of 1

8/2/2007

Dear Friends"that KING County should serve all the people needs like Poor mental ill people who left to function 
with out a sense of where and who they are.  The youth need help and sence they will be the next leaders they 
need special training and not just the rich  We need to have alot of siscusssion   on how to balance things for all. 
 
Sincerely 
 
DeCharlene 
 
 
 
 
************************************** 
See what's free at http://www.aol.com. 

Williams, DeCharlene



1

Watterson Bryant, Corrie

From: charter.review@metrokc.gov
Sent: Monday, September 10, 2007 3:16 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: KC Charter Feedback Form

Submitted from: http://www.metrokc.gov/exec/charter/feedback.aspx
Submitted at 3:15:59 PM, on Monday, September 10, 2007

The following information was provided:

first: Christopher

last: Winebarger

streetAddress: 15300 112th Ave NE  Unit C206

city: Bothell

state: WA

zip: 98011

email: thesuperchris@gmail.com

phone: 206-235-4391

suggestions: Instant Runoff voting!

why: Instant Runoff voting will yield more accurate results in elections.  Eventually, I 
would like to see IRV used in the presidential election, but obviously it needs to start 
locally first.

_________________________________________
User IP Address:65.211.192.97
User Software Client:Mozilla/5.0 (Windows; U; Windows NT 5.1; en-US; rv:1.8.1.6) 
Gecko/20070725 Firefox/2.0.0.6

Winebarger, Christopher



Watterson Bryant, Corrie 

From: Laurie Black [lblack@seakingwdc.org]
Sent: Wednesday, May 30, 2007 12:52 PM
To: Review, Charter
Subject: Charter Review Comments by Workforce Development Council
Attachments: KC Charter comments.doc

Page 1 of 1

8/2/2007

I am attaching a response from Kris Stadelman, CEO of the Workforce Development Council of Seattle-King 
County, to the Charter Review Commission’s invitation to participate in the Charter Review process.  Our 
comments are also included in the body of this email below the signature block. 
  
Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to this important review process.  If you need additional information, 
please call or email me and I would be very happy to help.  
  
Laurie Black 
Workforce Development Council of Seattle-King County 
Tel:  206.448.0474, ext. 3014 
lblack@seakingwdc.org 
  
  
King County Charter Review Comments 
Workforce Development Council of Seattle-King County 
Kris Stadelman, CEO 
May 29, 2007 
  
  
We greatly appreciate the opportunity to have input to the King County Charter Review process.  We would 
like to frame our suggestions in response to the following question: 
  
What are some major regional issues that need to be addressed? 
  
>We encourage continued emphasis on transportation issues throughout the county.  From a workforce 
perspective, we know that a key factor in obtaining and maintaining successful employment for our low 
income residents is access to good public transportation supported by a reliable infrastructure.  Low income 
workers are often transit-dependent and the convenience and frequency of services to their neighborhoods is 
a critical element in their working lives, affording them increased mobility and access to work sites.   
  
>The economic development of the suburban and outlying areas should also continue to be a commitment 
for the long-term.  Measures which develop, retain, and expand local businesses, particularly in core 
industries, mean new employment opportunities at a living wage for King County residents.  The wage 
progression and career advancement of these residents will in turn contribute to a stronger, growing regional 
economy.  
  
>As a companion to economic development, the strengthening of human services continues to be 
paramount.  Low income families throughout the County depend upon a network of services that enable 
them to make ends meet now and move towards their economic independence and eventually, prosperity.  
Housing development, youth and family services, healthcare access, training programs and work supports 
are some of the vital human services which provide the strong foundation needed for residents to find and 
retain jobs, jobs that lead to self-sufficiency and a stronger economy for all.  
  

Workforce Development Council of Seattle-King County
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